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Title  7— AGRICULTURE 

Chapter  VII — Agricultural  Stabiliza¬ 
tion  and  Conservation  Service 
(Agricultural  Adjustment),  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER  B— FARM  MARKETING  QUOTAS 
AND  ACREAGE  ALLOTMENTS 

[Arndt.  6] 

PART  729 — PEANUTS 

Subpart — Allotment  and  Marketing 
Quota  Regulations  for  Peanuts  of 
1963  and  Subsequent  Crops 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

1.  Basis  and  purpose,  a.  The  amend¬ 
ments  contained  herein  are  issued  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Act  of  1938,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  1281 
et  seq.),  to  revise  the  Allotment  and 
Marketing  Quota  Regulations  for  Pea¬ 
nuts  of  the  1963  and  Subsequent  Crops 
(27  P.R.  11920,  28  P.R.  11811,  29  F.R. 
7801,  7983,  13027,  16185,  30  P.R.  2589). 
The  amendments  (1)  provide  that  a 
farm  which  includes  land  for  which  no 
peanut  allotment  is  established  because 
the  owner  of  the  parent  farm  did  not 
designate  a  peanut  allotment  for  such 
land  in  making  a  farm  reconstitution 
pursuant  to  Part  719  of  this  chapter,  will 
not  be  eligible  for  a  new  farm  peanut 
acreage  allotment  for  three  years  be¬ 
ginning  with  the  year  in  which  the  farm 
reconstitution  becomes  effective,  and  (2) 
announce  the  basic  penalty  rate  for  the 
1965  crop  of  peanuts 

b.  Public  notice  of  intention  to  issue 
the  amendment  relating  to  eligibility 
for  a  new  farm  peanut  acreage  allot¬ 
ment  was  given  (30  P.R.  9318)  in  ac¬ 
cordance  the  provisions  of  the  Adminis¬ 
trative  Procedure  Act  (5  UJS.C.  1003). 
No  data  or  views  and  recommendations 
were  received  in  response  to  the  notice. 
This  amendment  shall  become  effective 
30  days  following  the  date  of  publication 
in  the  Federal  Register  (5  U.S.C.  1003). 

c.  The  marketing  of  peanuts  from  the 
1965  crop  is  now  under  way  and  it  is 
essential  that  the  basic  penalty  rate  for 
the  1965  crop  be  announced  immedi¬ 
ately.  Furthermore,  the  basic  penalty 
rate  for  peanuts  is  the  result  of  a  mathe¬ 
matical  calculation  provided  for  by 
statute  (7  U.S.C.  1359).  Accordingly, 
it  is  hereby  determined  and  found  that 
compliance  with  the  public  notice,  pro¬ 
cedure,  and  effective  date  requirements 
of  the  Administrative  Procedure  Act  (5 
U.S.C.  1003)  is  impractical  and  con¬ 
trary  to  the  public  interest  and  the 
amendment  announcing  the  1965  basic 
peanut  marketing  quota  penalty  rate 
shall  become  effective  upon  the  date  of 
filing  with  the  Director,  Office  of  the 
Federal  Register. 

2.  The  Allotment  and  Marketing 
Quota  Regulations  for  Peanuts  of  the 
1963  and  Subsequent  Crops,  as  amended 


(27  F.R.  11920,  28  F-R.  11811,  29  FJt. 
7801,  7983,  13027,  16185,  30  F.R.  2589), 
are  hereby  amended  by  adding  a  new 
sentence  at  the  end  of  paragraph  (a) 
of  S  729.1432,  and  a  new  paragraph  (d)  to 
S  729.1457,  such  amendments  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  729.1432  Conditions  of  eligibility  for 
new  farm  allotment. 

(a)  *  *  •  Also,  a  farm  which  includes 
land  which  has  no  peanut  acreage  allot¬ 
ment  because  the  owner  did  not  desig¬ 
nate  a  peanut  allotment  for  such  land 
when  the  parent  farm  was  reconstituted 
pursuant  to  Part  719  of  this  chapter, 
shall  not  be  eligible  for  a  new  farm 
peanut  allotment  for  a  period  of  three 
years  beginning  with  the  year  in  which 
the  farm  reconstitution  becomes  effec¬ 
tive.  » 

•  •  •  »  • 

§  729.1457  Penally  rate. 

•  *  •  *  * 

(d)  The  basic  support  price  for  pea¬ 
nuts  for  the  marketing  year  beginning 
August  1,  1965  and  ending  July  31,  1966, 
is  $224.00  per  ton  or  11.2  cents  per  pound 
and,  therefore,  the  basic  penalty  rate 
for  the  1965  crop  of  peanuts  is  8.4  cents 
per  pound. 

(Secs.  358,  359,  375,  55  Stat.  88,  as  amended, 
90,  as  amended,  52  Stat.  66,  as  amended;  7 
U.S.C.  1358, 1359,  1375) 

Effective  date.  With  respect  to  new 
farm  peanut  allotment  eligibility,  30 
days  following  the  date  of  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register.  With  respect  to 
the  basic  marketing  quota  penalty  rate, 
date  of  filing  with  the  Director,  Office 
of  the  Federal  Register. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Sep¬ 
tember  1, 1965. 

H.  D.  Godfrey, 

Administrator,  Agricultural  Sta¬ 
bilization  and  Conservation 
Service. 

[F.».  Doc.  65-9392;  Filed,  Sept.  3,  1965; 

8:49  am.] 


Chapter  IX — Consumer  and  Market¬ 
ing  Service  (Marketing  Agreements 
and  Orders;  Fruits,  Vegetables, 
Nuts),  Department  of  Agriculture 

[Valencia  Orange  Reg.  136] 

PART  908— VALENCIA  ORANGES 
GROWN  IN  ARIZONA  AND  DESIG¬ 
NATED  PART  OF  CALIFORNIA 

Limitation  of  Handling 

§  908.436  Valencia  Orange  Regulation 
136. 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  908,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
908),  regulating  the  handling  of  Valen¬ 
cia  oranges  grown  in  Arizona  and  des¬ 
ignated  part  of  California,  €%ffective 


under  the  applicable  provisions  of  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act 
of  1937,  as  amended  (7  UJ3.C.  601-674), 
and  upon  the  basis  of  the  recommenda¬ 
tions  and  information  submitted  by  the 
Valencia  Orange  Administrative  Com¬ 
mittee,  established  under  the  said 
amended  marketing  agreement  and 
order,  and  upon  other  available  infor¬ 
mation,  it  is  hereby  found  that  the  lim¬ 
itation  of  handling  of  such  Valencia 
oranges,  as  hereinafter  provided,  will 
tend  to  effectuate  the  declared  polity  of 
the  act. 

(2)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rule-making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
section  until  30  days  after  publication 
hereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (5  UJS.C. 
1001-1011)  because  the  time  interven¬ 
ing  between  the  date  when  information 
upon  which  this  section  is  based  be¬ 
came  available  and  the  time  when  this 
section  must  become  effective  in  order 
to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the 
act  is  insufficient,  and  a  reasonable  time 
is  permitted,  under  the  circumstances, 
for  preparation  for  such  effective  time; 
and  good  cause  exists  for  making  the 
provisions  hereof  effective  as  hereinafter 
set  forth.  The  committee  held  an  open 
meeting  during  the  current  week,  after 
giving  due  notice  thereof,  to  consider 
supply  and  market  conditions  for  Valen¬ 
cia  oranges  and  the  need  for  regulation: 
Interested  persons  were  afforded  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  submit  information  and 
views  at  this  meeting;  the  recommenda¬ 
tion  and  supporting  information  for  reg¬ 
ulation  during  the  period  specified  herein 
were  promptly  submitted  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  after  such  meeting  was  held;  the 
provisions  of  this  section,  including 
its  effective  time,  are  identical  with  the 
aforesaid  recommendation  of  the  com¬ 
mittee,  and  information  concerning  such 
provisions  and  effective  time  has  been 
disseminated  among  handlers  of  such 
Valencia  oranges;  it  is  necessary,  in 
order  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of 
the  act,  to  make  this  section  effective 
during  the  period  herein  specified;  and 
compliance  with  this  section  will  not 
require  any  special  preparation  on  the 
part  of  persons  subject  hereto  which 
cannot  be  completed  on  or  before  the 
effective  date  hereof.  Such  committee 
meeting  was  held  on  September  2,  1965. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  The  respective  quan¬ 
tities  of  Valencia  oranges  grown  in 
Arizona  and  designated  part  of  Cali¬ 
fornia  which  may  be  handled  during  the 
period  beginning  at  12:01  a.m.,  P.s.t., 
September  5,  1965,  and  ending  at  12:01 
ajn.,  P.s.t.,  September  12,  1965,  are 
hereby  fixed  as  follows: 

(1)  District  1:  Unlimited  movement; 

(ii)  District  2  :  650,000  cartons; 

(iii)  District  3:  Unlimited  movement. 

(2)  As  used  in  this  section,  “handled,” 
“handler,”  “District  1,”  “District  2,”  “Dis¬ 
trict  3,”  and  “carton”  have  the  same 
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meaning  as  when  used  in  said  amended 
marketing  agreement  and  order. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  September  3,  1965. 

Paul  A.  Nicholson, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and,  Veg¬ 
etable  Division,  Consumer  and 
Marketing  Service. 

|F.R.  Doc.  65-9494;  Piled,  Sept.  3,  1965; 
11:24  a.m.] 


|  Lemon  Reg.  177] 

PART  910— LEMONS  GROWN  IN 
CALIFORNIA  AND  ARIZONA 

Limitation  of  Handling 

§  910.477  Lemon  Regulation  177. 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  910,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
910) ,  regulating  the  handling  of  lemons 
grown  in  California  and  Arizona,  effec¬ 
tive  under  the  applicable  provisions  of 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601- 
674) ,  and  upon  the  basis  of  the  recom¬ 
mendations  and  information  submitted 
by  the  Lemon  Administrative  Committee, 
established  under  the  said  amended  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order,  and  upon 
other  available  information,  it  is  hereby 
found  that  the  limitation  of  handling 
of  such  lemons,  as  hereinafter  provided, 
will  tend  to  effectuate  the  declared 
policy  of  the  act  by  tending  to  establish 
and  maintain  such  orderly  marketing 
conditions  for  such  lemons  as  will  pro¬ 
vide,  in  the  interest  of  producers  and 
consumers,  an  orderly  flow  of  the  sup¬ 
ply  thereof  to  market  throughout  the 
normal  marketing  season  to  avoid  un¬ 
reasonable  fluctuations  in  supplies  and 
prices,  and  is  not  for  the  purpose  of 
maintaining  prices  to  farmers  above  the 
level  which  it  is  declared  to  be  the  policy 
of  Congress  to  establish  under  the  act. 

(2)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that 
it  is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the 
public  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rule  making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
section  until  30  days  after  publication 
hereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (5  U.S.C. 
1001-1011)  because  the  time  intervening 
between  the  date  when  information  upon 
which  this  section  is  based  became  avail- 
"able  and  the  time  when  this  section  must 
become  effective  in  order  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  act  is  insuf¬ 
ficient,  and  a  reasonable  time  is  per¬ 
mitted,  under  the  circumstances,  for 
preparation  for  such  effective  time;  and 
good  cause  exists  for  making  the  pro¬ 
visions  hereof  effective  as  hereinafter  set 
forth.  The  committee  held  an  open 
meeting  during  the  current  week,  after 
giving  due  notice  thereof,  to  consider 
supply  and  market  conditions  for 
lemons  and  the  need  for  regulation; 
interested  persons  were  afforded  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  submit  information  and 
views  at  this  meeting;  the  recommen¬ 
dation  and  supporting  information  for 
regulation  during  the  period  specified 
herein  were  promptly  submitted  to  the 
Department  after  such  meeting  was 
held,  the  provisions  of  this  section,  in¬ 


cluding  its  effective  time,  are  identical 
with  the  aforesaid  recommendation  of 
the  committee,  and  information  concern¬ 
ing  such  provisions  and  effective  time 
has  been  disseminated  among  handlers 
of  such  lemons;  it  is  necessary,  in  order 
to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the 
act,  to  make  this  section  effective  dur¬ 
ing  the  period  herein  specified;  and  com¬ 
pliance  with  this  section  will  not  require 
any  special  preparation  on  the  part  of 
persons  subject  hereto  which  cannot  be 
completed  on  or  before  the  effective  date 
hereof.  Such  committee  meeting  was 
held  on  August  31, 1965. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  The  respective  quan¬ 
tities  of  lemons  grown  in  California  and 
Arizona  which  may  be  handled  during 
the  period  beginning  at  12:01  a.m.,  P.s.t., 
September  5,  1965,  and  ending  at  12:01 
a.m.,  P.s.t.,  September  12, 1965,  are  here¬ 
by  fixed  as  follows : 

(1)  District  1:  Unlimited  movement; 

(ii)  District  2:  279,000  cartons; 

(iii)  District  3:  63  cartons. 

(2)  As  used  in  this  section,  “handled,” 
“District  1.”  “District  2,”  “District  3,” 
and  “carton”  have  the  same  meaning  as 
when  used  in  the  said  amended  market¬ 
ing  agreement  and  order. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  September  2, 1965. 

Paul  A.  Nicholson, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Vege¬ 
table  Division,  Consumer  and 
Marketing  Service. 

'.R.  Doc.  65-9432;  Filed,  Sept.  3,  1965 
8:49  a.m.] 


IPeach  Reg.  3,  Amdt.  1] 

PART  919— PEACHES  GROWN  IN 
MESA  COUNTY,  COLO. 

Regulation  by  Grades  and  Sizes 

Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the  mar 
keting  agreement,  as  amended,  and  Or 
der  No.  919,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
919) ,  regulating  the  handling  of  peaches 
grown  in  the  County  of  Mesa  in  the  State 
of  Colorado,  effective  under  the  appli¬ 
cable  provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Mar¬ 
keting  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674),  and  upon 
the  basis  of  the  recommendations  of 
the  Administrative  Committee,  estab¬ 
lished  under  the  aforesaid  amended 
marketing  agreement  and  order,  and 
upon  other  available  information,  it  is 
hereby  found  that  the  limitation  of  ship¬ 
ments  of  such  peaches,  as  hereinafter 
provided,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  act. 

(2)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable,  unnecessary,  and  con¬ 
trary  to  the  public  interest  to  give  pre¬ 
liminary  notice,  engage  in  public  rule- 
making  procedure,  and  postpone  the  ef¬ 
fective  date  of  this  regulation  until  30 
days  after  publication  hereof  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  (5  U.S.C.  1001-1011)  in 
that  the  time  intervening  between  the 
date  when  information  upon  which  this 
regulation  is  based  became  available  and 
the  time  when  this  regulation  must  be¬ 
come  effective  in  order  to  effectuate  the 
declarer  policy  of  the  act  is  insufficient; 


and  this  amendment  relieves  restrictions 
on  the  handling  of  peaches. 

It  is,  therefore,  ordered  that  the 
provisions  of  paragraph  (b)  (1)  (i)  of 
§  919.304  (Peach  Regulation  3;  30  F.R. 
9249)  are  hereby  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  919.304  Peach  Regulation  3. 

*  *  *  *  * 

(b)  Order.  (1)  •  *  • 

(i)  Any  peaches  of  any  variety  which 
do  not  grade  at  least  U.S.  No.  1  except 
that  peaches  with  not  to  exceed  25  per¬ 
cent  of  the  surface  affected  by  hail 
marks  may  be  shipped  if  they  otherwise 
grade  at  least  U.S.  No.  1 ;  or 

*  *  *  *  * 

The  provisions  of  this  amendment  shall 
become  effective  September  1,  1965. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674)  _ 

Dated:  September  1, 1965. 

Paul  A.  Nicholson, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Veg¬ 
etable  Division,  Consumer 
and  Marketing  Service. 

]F.R.  Doc.  65-9393;  Filed,  Sept.  3,  1965; 
8:49  a.m.] 


PART  984— WALNUTS  GROWN  IN 

CALIFORNIA,  OREGON,  AND 

WASHINGTON 

Control  Percentages  for  1965-66 
Marketing  Year 

Notice  was  published  in  the  August  21, 
1965,  issue  of  the  Federal  Register  (30 
F.R.  10905)  regarding  a  proposal  to  es¬ 
tablish  control  percentages  applicable 
to  walnuts  grown  in  California,  Oregon, 
and  Washington  for  the  marketing  year 
beginning  August  1,  1965.  The  percent¬ 
ages  are  based  on  recommendations  of 
the  Walnut  Control  Board  and  other 
available  information  in  accordance  with 
the  applicable  provisions  of  the  market¬ 
ing  agreement,  as  amended,  and  Order 
No.  984,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part  984) , 
regulating  the  handling  of  walnuts 
grown  in  California,  Oregon,  and  Wash¬ 
ington,  effective  under  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674). 

The  notice  afforded  interested  persons 
opportunity  to  submit  written  data, 
views,  or  arguments  with  respect  to  the 
proposal.  None  were  submitted  within 
the  prescribed  time. 

After  consideration  of  all  relevant 
matters  presented,  including  those  in  the 
notice,  the  information  and  recommen¬ 
dations  submitted  by  the  Board,  and 
other  available  information,  it  is  found 
that  to  establish  marketable  and  surplus 
percentages  as  hereinafter  set  forth  will 
tend  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of 
the  act. 

Therefore,  the  marketable  and  surplus 
percentages  for  walnuts  handled  during 
the  1965-66  marketing  year  are  estab¬ 
lished  as  follows: 

§  984.213  Marketable  and  surplus  per¬ 
centages  for  walnuts  during  the 
1965—66  marketing  year. 

The  marketable  and  surplus  percent¬ 
ages  during  the  marketing  year  begin¬ 
ning  August  1,  1965,  shall  be  as  follows: 


Saturday,  September  4,  1965 


District  1 

District  2 

87 

93.fi 

13 

6.8 

It  is  further  found  that  good  cause 
exists  for  not  postponing  the  effective 
time  of  this  action  until  30  days  after 
publication  in  the  Fedshal  Register  (5 
U.S.C.  1003(c))  in  that:  (1)  The  relevant 
provisions  of  said  amended  marketing 
agreement  and  this  part  require  that 
marketable  and  surplus  percentages  des¬ 
ignated  for  a  particular  marketing  year 
shall  be  applicable  to  all  walnuts  han¬ 
dled  during  such  year;  and  (2)  the  cur¬ 
rent  marketing  year  began  on  August  1, 
1965,  and  the  percentages  established 
herein  will  automatically  apply  to  all 
such  walnuts  beginning  with  such  date.  - 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  81,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  August  31,  1965. 

Paul  A.  Nicholson, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Veg¬ 
etable  Division,  Consumer  and 
Marketing  Service. 

[PH.  Doc.  66-9367;  Piled,  Sept.  8,  1966; 
8:47  am.] 

Title  14 — AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE 

Chapter  I — Federal  Aviation  Agency 

[Docket  No.  6134;  Arndt.  39-133] 

PART  39 — AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

Douglas  Model  DC— 8  Airplanes 

A  proposal  to  amend  Part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  to  include 
an  airworthiness  directive  requiring  in¬ 
spection  of  the  main  landing  gear  strut 
piston  assembly  and  repair  or  replace¬ 
ment  of  any  parts  found  cracked  on 
Douglas  Model  DC-8  airplanes  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  30  FR.  8274. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the 
making  of  the  amendments.  No  objec¬ 
tions  were  received. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (25  FR.  6489) , 
§  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations,  is  amended  by  adding  the 
following  new  airworthiness  directive: 

Douglas.  Applies  to  Model  DC-8  airplanes. 
Compliance  required  as  Indicated. 

To  prevent  further  failures  of  the  main 
landing  gear  strut  piston  due  to  cracking  in 
the  radius  of  the  torque  link  Jug,  accom¬ 
plish  the  following  on  landing  gear  strut  pis¬ 
ton  assemblies,  Douglas  P/N's  6598229, 
5598343,  6719166,  6773028,  6773029,  and 

5773030: 

(a)  Unless  already  accomplished,  rework 
assemblies  having  4,000  or  more  hours’  time 
in  service  on  the  effective  date  of  this  AD — 
(1)  In  accordance  with  paragraph  2B  of 
Douglas  Service  Bulletin  No.  32-99,  Revision 
No.  3,  dated  October  30,  1964,  or  an  equiva¬ 
lent  approved  by  the  Chief,  Aircraft  Engl- 
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neerlng  Division,  FAA  Western  Region,  with¬ 
in  4,500  hours’  time  bn  service  after  the 
effective  date  of  this  AD;  or 

(2)  In  accordance  with  Douglas  TWX 
ML8C-108/DJW  dated  January  28,  1888. 
within  600  hours’  time  In  service  after  the 
effective  date  of  this  AD  and  in  accordance 
with  paragraph  2A  of  Douglas  Service  Bulle¬ 
tin  No.  32-99,  Revision  No.  3,  dated  October 
30,  1964,  or  an  equivalent  approved  by  the 
Chief,  Aircraft  Engineering  Division,  PAA 
Western  Region,  within  4,600  hours’  time  in 
service  after  the  effective  date  of  this  AD. 

(b)  Unless  already  accomplished,  rework 
assemblies  having  less  than  4,000  hours’  time 
in  service  on  the  effective  date  of  this  AD — 

(1)  In  accordance  with  paragraph  2B  of 
Douglas  Service  Bulletin  No.  32-99,  Revision 
No.  3,  dated  October  30, 1964,  or  an  equivalent 
approved  by  the  Chief,  Aircraft  Engineering 
Division,  FAA  Western  Region,  before  the 
accumulation  of  8,600  hours’  time  In  service; 
or 

(2)  In  accordance  with  Douglas  TWX 
MISC-108/DJW  dated  January  28.  1968,  be¬ 
fore  the  accumulation  of  4,600  hours’  time 
in  service  and  in  accordance  with  paragraph 
2A  of  Douglas  8ervice  Bulletin  No.  32-99, 
Revision  No.  3,  dated  October  30,  1964,  or  an 
equivalent  approved  by  the  Chief,  Aircraft 
Engineering  Division,  FAA  Western  Region, 
before  the  accumulation  of  8,500  hours’  time 
in  service. 

(c)  Inspect  assemblies  with  4,000  or  more 
hours’  time  In  service  on  the  effective  date  of 
this  AD  that  have  not  been  reworked  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  Douglas  TWX  MISC-108/DJW 
dated  January  28,  1968,  In  the  area  of  the 
radius  between  the  main  landing  gear  strut 
piston  torque  link  lugs  for  cracks  using  a 
dye  penetrant  Inspection  method  or  an 
equivalent  approved  by  the  Chief,  Aircraft 
Engineering  Division,  FAA  Western  Region, 
within  600  hours’  time  In  service  after  the 
effective  date  of  this  AD  unless  already  ac¬ 
complished  within  the  last  500  hours’  time  In 
service  and  thereafter  at  Intervals  not  to 
exceed  1,000  hours’  time  In  service  from  the 
last  inspection. 

(d)  Inspect  assemblies  with  less  than 
4,000  hours’  time  In  service  on  the  effective 
date  of  this  AD  that  have  not  been  reworked 
In  accordance  with  Douglas  TWX  MISC- 
106 /DJW  In  the  area  of  the  radius  between 
the  main  landing  gear  strut  piston  torque 
link  lugs  for  cracks  using  a-  dye  penetrant 
Inspection  method  or  an  equivalent  approved 
by  the  Chief,  Aircraft  Engineering  Division, 
FAA  Western  Region,  before  the  accumula¬ 
tion  of  4,600  hours’  time  in  service  unless 
already  accomplished  within  the  last  600 
hours’  time  In  service  and  thereafter  at  Inter¬ 
vals  not  to  exceed  1,000  hours’  time  in  service 
from  the.  last  Inspection. 

(e)  Replace  any  part  having  a  crack  0.040 
Inch  or  more  In  depth  with  an  undamaged 
part  before  further  flight.  Replace  any  part 
having  a  crack  less  than  0.040  Inch  in  depth 
with  an  undamaged  part  before  further  flight 
or  rework.  It  in  accordance  with  paragraph  2B 
of  Douglas  Service  Bulletin  No.  32-90,  Re¬ 
vision  No.  3,  dated  October  30,  1964,  or  an 
equivalent  approved  by  the  Chief,  Aircraft 
Engineering  Division.  FAA  Western  Region, 
before  further  flight. 

(f)  Upon  request  of  the  operator,  an  FAA 
maintenance  Inspector,  subject  to  prior  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  Chief,  Aircraft  Engineering 
Division,  FAA  Western  Region,  may  adjust 
the  repetitive  Inspection  Intervals  specified 
In  this  AD  to  permit  compliance  at  an  estab¬ 
lished  Inspection  period  of  the  operator  If 
the  request  contains  substantiating  data  to 
Justify  the  Increase  for  such  operator. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
October  4, 1965. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601  and  603,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958;  49  OAC.  1364(a),  1421,  1423) 
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Issued  in  Washington.  D.C.,  on  Au¬ 
gust  30, 1985. 

C.  W.  Walker, 

Acting  Director, 
Flight  Standards  Service. 

[P.R.  Doe.  68-9352;  Filed,  Sept.  3,  1965; 
8:45  ajn.I 


[Docket  No.  6888;  Arndt.  89-1341 

PART  3^— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

Fairchild  Models  F-27A,  F-27F, 
F— 27G,  and  F— 27J  Series  Airplanes 

There  have  been  cracks  in  the  string¬ 
ers,  rib  caps,  and  skin  of  the  horizontal 
stabilizer  on  Fairchild  Models  F-27A, 
F-27F,  F-27G,  and  F-27J  Series  air¬ 
planes  that  could  result  in  loss  of  the 
horizontal  stabilizer.  Since  this  condi¬ 
tion  is  likely  to  exist  or  develop  in  other 
products  of  the  same  type  design,  an  air¬ 
worthiness  directive  is  being  issued  to 
require  repetitive  reinspection  of  the 
stabilizer  and  repair  or  replacement  as 
necessary  on  the  subject  airplanes. 

As  a  situation  exists  which  demands 
immediate  adoption  of  this  regulation,  it 
is  found  that  notice  and  public  procedure 
hereon  are  impracticable  and  good  cause 
exists  for  making  this  amendment  effec¬ 
tive  in  less  than  30  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (25  FR.  6489), 
!  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  is  amended  by  adding  the 
fallowing  new  airworthiness  directive: 

Fmrchild.  Applies  to  Models  F-27A,  F-27F, 
F-27G,  and  P-27J  airplanes,  Serial  Num¬ 
bers  l  through  122. 

Compliance  required  as  indicated. 

To  prevent  further  cracks  in  the  stringers, 
rib  caps,  and  akin  of  the  horizontal  stabilizer, 
accomplish  the  following; 

(a)  For  airplanes  with  less  than  8,000 
hours’  time  in  service  on  the  effective  date 
of  this  AD,  comply  with  paragraph  (c)  before 
the  accumulation  of  8,100  hours’  time  in 
service,  unless  accomplished  after  the  ac¬ 
cumulation  of  7,900  hours’  time  in  service, 
and  thereafter  at  intervals  not  to  exceed 
300  hours’  time  in  service  from  the  last 
inspection. 

(b)  For  airplanes  with  8,000  or  more  hours’ 
time  in  service  on  the  effective  date  at  this 
AD,  comply  with  paragraph  (c)  within  the 
next  190  hours’  time  in  service  after  the 
effective  date  at  this  AD,  unless  accomplished 
within  the  last  200  hours’  time  in  service, 
and  thereafter  at  intervals  not  to  exceed  300 
hours’  time  in  service  from  the  last  In¬ 
spection. 

(c)  Inspect  the  horizontal  stabilizer  for 
eracks  in  accordance  with  Fairchild  Hiller 
Service  BuUetln  No.  56-8,  Revision  3,  dated 
July  20,  1966,  or  later  PAA -approved  revision, 
or  an  FAA -approved  equivalent,  using  X-ray, 
dye  penetrant  in  conjunction  with  at  least 
a  10-power  glaze,  or  an  FAA-approved  equiv¬ 
alent.  If  cracks  are  found,  comply  with 
paragraph  (d)  before  further  flight,  except 
that  the  airplane  may  be  flown  In  accord¬ 
ance  with  PAR  21.197  to  a  base  where  the 
repair  can  be  made. 

(d)  Repair  cracked  parts  in  an  FAA- 
approved  manner  or  replace  them  with  an 
unused  part  of  the  same  part  number  or  an 
FAA-approved  equivalent. 

(e)  The  repetitive  inspection  intervals 
specified  in  paragraphs  (a)  and  (b)  may  be 
Increased  from  300  hours’  time  in  service  to 
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1,200  hours’  time  In  service  from  the  last 
Inspection  on  airplanes  modified  In  accord* 
ance  with  Fairchild  Hiller  Service  Bulletin 
No.  55-7  dated  July  20,  1965,  or  later  FAA- 
approved  revision,  or  an  FAA-approved 
equivalent. 

(f)  Upon  request  of  the  operator,  an  FAA 
maintenance  Inspector,  subject  to  prior  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  Chief,  Engineering  and  Manu¬ 
facturing  Branch,  FAA  Eastern  Region,  may 
adjust  the  repetitive  Inspection  Intervals 
specified  In  this  AD  to  permit  compliance 
at  an  established  Inspection  period  of  the 
operator  If  the  request  contains  substan¬ 
tiating  data  to  justify  the  increase  for  such 
operator. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
September  4, 1965. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  and  603,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Act  of  1958;  49  U.S.C.  1354(a) ,.  1421, 
1423) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  August 
30, 1965. 

C.  W.  Walker, 

Acting  Director, 
Flight  Standards  Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-9353;  Filed,  Sept.  3,  1965; 

8:45  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  6759;  Arndt.  39-132] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

Hartzell  Models  HC-1 2X20-7  and  -8 
Propellers 

A  proposal  to  amend  Part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  to  Include 
an  airworthiness  directive  requiring  in¬ 
spection,  replacement  as  necessary,  and 
repetitive  lubrication  of  the  A-38  bear¬ 
ings  on  Hartzell  Models  HC-12X20-7 
and  -8  propellers  was  published  in  30 
F.R. 8688. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  mak¬ 
ing  of  the  amendment.  No  objections 
were  received. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (25  Fit.  6489) , 
§  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Regulations  is  amended  by  adding 
the  following  new  airworthiness  direc¬ 
tive: 

Hartzell.  Applies  to  Models  HC-12X20-7 
and  -8  propellers  Installed  on  but  not 
limited  to  Navlon,  Navion  A,  Beech  35, 
Bellanca,  Stinson  L-5,  and  Stinson  108 
airplanes. 

Compliance  required  as  indicated.  • 

To  prevent  further  failures  of  the  A-38 
propeller  bearing,  accomplish  the  following: 

(a)  Unless  already  accomplished,  within 
the  next  100  horns’  time  in  service  after  the 
effective  date  of  this  AD: 

(1)  Inspect  and  replace  as  necessary  each 
A-38  bearing  in  accordance  with  Hartzell 
Service  Bulletin  No.  82,  dated  April  27,  1962, 
revised  June  2,  1966,  or  later  FAA-approved 
revision. 

(2)  Replace  each  A-38  bearing  having  a 
riveted  cage  with  an  A-38  bearing  having  a 
crimped  cage  or  with  an  A-38B  bearing  hav¬ 
ing  a  bakellte  cage  In  accordance  with  Hart¬ 
zell  Service  Bulletin  No.  82.  dated  April  27, 
1962,  revised  June  2,  1965,  or  later  FAA-ap¬ 
proved  revision. 

(3)  Identify  propellers  modified  In  accord¬ 
ance  with  this  paragraph  by  painting  a  %- 
Inch-diameter  white  spot  on  the  front  face 
of  the  propeller  piston. 

(b)  Grease  each  propeller  bearing  within 
the  next  100  hours'  time  in  service  after  the 


effective  date  of  this  AD  and  thereafter  at 
Intervals  not  to  exceed  100  hours’  time  in 
service  from  the  last  greasing  In  accordance 
with  Hartzell  Service  Bulletin  No.  82,  dated 
April  27,  1962,  revised  June  2,  1965,  or  later 
FAA-approved  revision. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
October  4,  1965. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601  and  603,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958;  49  U.S.C.  1364(a),  1421,  1423) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  August 
30, 1965. 

C.  W.  Walker, 

Acting  Director, 
Flight  Standards  Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-9354;  Filed,  Sept.  3,  1965; 
8:45  am.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  65-CE-90] 

part  71— designation  of  federal 

AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 

AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

PART  73— SPECIAL  USE  AIRSPACE 

Revocation  of  Restricted  Areas 

The  purpose  of  these  amendments  to 
Parts  73  and  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  is  to  revoke  Restricted 
Area /Military  Climb  Corridors  R-4502, 
R-4601,  and  R-5403  at  Grandview,  Mo., 
Glasgow,  Mont.,  and  Minot,  N.  Dak.,  re¬ 
spectively,  and  to  delete  references  to 
R-5403  from  the  descriptions  of  the 
Minot,  N.  Dak.,  control  area  extension 
and  the  Minot  AFB  control  zone. 

The  Department  of  the  Air  Force  has 
advised  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency 
that  present  terminal  and  en  route  radar 
environments,  non-Restricted  Area /Mili¬ 
tary  Climb  Corridor  departure  proce¬ 
dures,  and  the  integration  of  the  daily 
Air  Defense  Command  Training  Mis¬ 
sions  into  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency 
air  traffic  control  system  negate  the  re¬ 
quirements  for  which  these  restricted 
areas  were  justified  originally.  For  this 
reason,  action  is  taken  herein  to  revoke 
R-4502,  R-4601,  and  R-5403. 

Since  these  amendments  are  less  re¬ 
strictive  to  the  public,  notice  and  public 
procedure  hereon  are  unnecessary,  and 
the  amendments  may  be  made  effective 
on  less  than  30  days’  notice. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing. 
Parts  73  and  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  are  amended,  effective  im¬ 
mediately,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

1.  In  §  73.45  (29  F.R.  17753,  30  FE. 
6387)  Restricted  Area  R-4502  at  Grand¬ 
view,  Mo.,  is  revoked. 

2.  In  §  73.46  (29  F.R.  17753,  30  F.R. 
6387)  Restricted  Area  R-4601  at  Glas¬ 
gow,  Mont.,  is  revoked. 

3.  In  §  73.54  (29  F.R.  17762,  30  F.R. 
6387)  Restricted  Area  R-5403  at  Minot, 
N.  Dak.,  is  revoked. 

4.  In  1  71.165  (29  F.R.  17552,  15074) 
the  Minot,  N.  Dak.,  control  area  exten¬ 
sion  is  amended  by  deleting  “The  portion 
of  this  control  area  extension  which  co¬ 
incides  with  R-5403  shall  be  used  only 
after  obtaining  prior  approval  from  the 
appropriate  authority.” 

5.  In  §  71.171  (29  F.R.  17581)  the 
Minot,  N.  Dak.  (Minot  AFB),  control 
zone  is  amended  by  deleting  “The  por¬ 
tion  of  this  control  zone  within  R-5403 


shall  be  used  only  after  obtaining  prior 
approval  from  appropriate  authority.” 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958; 
49  U.S.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  August 
27, 1965. 

Joseph  J.  Regan, 

Acting  Director,  Air  Traffic  Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-9355;  Filed,  Sept.  3,  1965; 
8:45  a.m.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  64-SO-7] 

PART  73— SPECIAL  USE  AIRSPACE 

Designation  of  Restricted  Area/ 
Military  Climb  Corridor 

On  May  7,  1965,  a  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  (30  PE.  6402)  stating 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  was 
considering  an  amendment  to  Part  73 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  that 
would  designate  a  restricted  area/ 
military  climb  corridor  at  Homestead 
AFB,  Fla. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  through  the  submis¬ 
sion  of  comments.  All  comments  re¬ 
ceived  were  favorable. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  Part 
73  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
amended,  effective  0001  e.s.t.,  Novem¬ 
ber  11,  1965,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

In  §  73.29  (29  F.R.  17739),  the  Home¬ 
stead  AFB,  Fla.  restricted  area  is  desig¬ 
nated  as  follows: 

R-2917,  Homestead  AFB,  Fla. 

Boundaries :  That  area  centered  on  a  bear¬ 
ing  of  176*  T,  extending  from  an  “entrance 
point”  at  25°25’05”  N.,  80*25’11”  W.  to  30 
nmi  section^  of  the  entrance  point,  having  a 
width  of  2  nmi  at  the  entrance  point,  and 
expanding  uniformly  to  a  width  of  6  nmi 
at  the  outer  extremity.  That  portion  outside 
the  3  nmi  continental  limit  is  excluded. 

Altitudes:  2,000  feet  MSL  to  FL  240  from 
entrance  to  6  nmi  south  of  entrance;  5,000 
feet  MSL  to  FL  240  from  6  to  10  nmi  south 
of  entrance;  9,000  feet  MSL  to  FL  240  from 
10  to  15  nmi  south  of  entrance;  14,000  feet 
MSL  to  FL  240  from  15  to  24  nmi  south  of 
entrance;  FL  190  to  FL  240  from  24  to  30 
nmi  south  of  entrance. 

Time  of  designation:  Continuous. 
Controlling  agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Agency,.  Miami,  Fla.,  Approach  Control 
Tower. 

Using  agency:  319th  Fighter  Interceptor 
Squadron,  Homestead  AFB,  Fla. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958; 
49  U.S.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  August 
30, 1965. 

Clifford  J*.  Burton, 
Acting  Director,  Air  Traffic  Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-9356;  Filed,  Sept.  3,  1965; 
8:45  a.m.| 


[Docket  No.  3055;  Arndt.  159-6] 

PART  159— NATIONAL  CAPITAL 
AIRPORTS 

Restrictions  on  Certain 
Malfunctioning  Aircraft 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  is  to 
provide  additional  safety  measures  for 
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the  ramp  area  in  the  event  of  malfunc¬ 
tioning  aircraft  at  the  National  Capital 
Airports.  In  notice  of  proposed  rule 
making  64-3  of  January  10, 1964,  29  F.R. 
576,  the  FAA  proposed  to  amend  Part  159 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  to 
this  effect  by  adding  a  new  S  159.48 — 
Malfunctioning  aircraft. 

The  proposed  rule  relating  to  the  op¬ 
eration  on  the  ramp  area  or  at  gate  posi¬ 
tions,  without  permission  from  the  Air¬ 
port  Manager,  of  an  aircraft  with  com¬ 
plete  loss  of  power  on  one  side,  inade¬ 
quate  brakes,  or  indication  of  a  fire,  was 
favored  by  some  but  opposed  by  other 
comments.  In  light  of  these  comments 
the  proposal  has  been  modified. 

Some  comments  objected  that  the  pilot 
in  command  is  best  qualified  to  deter¬ 
mine  whether  there  is,  or  still  is,  fire  on 
board.  Under  the  proposed  rule  the 
Airport  Manager  may  rely  on  the  pilot’s 
judgment  in  this  respect  if  the  Airport 
Manager  is  satisfied  that  the  pilot’s 
judgment  can  be  accepted  in  light  of  all 
the  circumstances. 

The  proposed  prohibition  against  air¬ 
craft  with  inadequate  brakes  is  not  repe¬ 
titious  of  existing  §  159.59.  That  sec¬ 
tion,  entitled  “Aircraft  equipment  and 
operation  rules’’,  relates  to  aircraft  not 
designed  with  adequate  brakes.  The 
proposed  section  relates  to  the  contin¬ 
gency  that  brakes  are  inadequate  because 
they  are  malfunctioning,  and  S  159.48 
was  clarified  to  this  effect. 

Respecting  the  rule  against  approach 
of  aircraft  which  have  lost  all  power  on 
one  side,  one  comment  correctly  points 
out  that  air  carriers  can  safely  taxi  some 
types  of  aircraft  to  the  gate  with  power 
on  one  side  only.  But  this  does  not  mili¬ 
tate  against  the  proposed  rule  since  the 
Airport  Manager  may,  on  a  case  by  case 
basis,  give  persons  regularly  operating 
those  aircraft  at  the  Airport  permission 
to  bring  them  to  the  ramp  area  or  gate 
position  even  with  complete  loss  of  power 
on  one  side. 

This  rule  thus  construed  is  found  to  be 
necessary  in  the  interest  of  over-all 
safety  at  the  Airport.  The  Airport  staff 
providing  operational  control  is  best 
equipped  to  cope  with  the  contingency  of 
fire  or  suspicion  of  fire  in  a  landing  air¬ 
craft  by  directing  the  aircraft  to  the  most 
suitable  location  and  dispatching  Air¬ 
port  and  company  equipment  for  fire 
fighting,  passenger  evacuation  or  other 
services.  Whenever  possible,  operational 
control  staff  discusses  such  measures 
with  the  pilot  in  command.  At  least  one 
such  person  is  on  duty  24  hours  a  day 
and  in  constant  radio  contact  with  the 
control  tower  and  other  airport  facilities 
so  that  no  delay  in  making  a  decision  can 
result  from  this  provision. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing, 
effective  October  4,  1965,  Part  159  is 
amended  by  adding  the  following  new 
section: 

§  159.48  Malfunctioning  aircraft. 

No  person  may  operate  an  aircraft  on 
the  ramp  area  or  at  any  aircraft  gate  po¬ 
sition  on  the  Airport  until  the  Airport 


Manager  or  his  designee  has  allowed  that 
operation  if — 

(a)  That  person  has  reported,  has 
knowledge  of.  or  has  been  advised  of, 
an  Indication  of  a  fire  in  the  aircraft; 

(b)  The  brakes  of  the  aircraft  are  in¬ 
adequate  because  they  are  malfunction¬ 
ing;  or 

(c)  The  aircraft  has  completely  lost 
power  on  one  side. 

Complete  loss  of  power  on  one  side  in 
the  case  of  three-engine  aircraft  means 
loss  of  power  of  the  center  and  one  other 
engine. 

(Secs.  303(d),  307(b),  313(a),  and  1107(a), 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1344, 
1348,  1354,  1507);  Washington  Airport  Act 
of  June  29,  1940,  as  amended  (54  Stat.  686), 
Second  Washington  Airport  Act  of  September 
7, 1950,  as  amended  (64  Stat.  770) ) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Au¬ 
gust  31,  1965. 

William  F.  McKee, 

Administrator. 

[FJEt.  Doc.  65-9357;  Filed,  Sept.  3,  1965; 
8:46  a.m.] 


Title  21— FOOD  AND  DRUGS 

Chapter  I — Food  and  Drug  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Department  of  Health,  Edu¬ 
cation,  and  Welfare 
SUBCHAPTER  B — FOOD  AND  FOOD  PRODUCTS 

PART  46— NUT  PRODUCTS 

Peanut  Butter;  Order  Staying  Effec¬ 
tive  Date  of  Definition  and  Stand¬ 
ard  of  Identity 

In  the  matter  of  establishing  a  defini¬ 
tion  and  standard  of  identity  for  peanut 
butter: 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (secs.  401,  701,  52  Stat.  1046,  1055, 
as  amended  70  Stat.  919,  72  Stat.  948; 
21  UJS.C.  341,  371),  the  Commissioner 
of  Food  and  Drugs,  under  authority  dele¬ 
gated  to  him  by  the  Secretary  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare  (21  CFR  2.90) 
promulgated  an  order  on  July  8,  1965 
(30  F.R.  8626),  establishing  a  definition 
and  standard  of  identity  for  peanut  but¬ 
ter  (21  CFR  46.1) .  The  order  stated  that 
the  standard  would  become  effective  60 
days  from  the  date  of  publication  except 
as  to  any  provisions  that  might  be  stayed 
by  the  filing  of  objections. 

Within  the  statutory  time  of  30  days 
from  the  date  of  publication  of  the  order 
a  number  of  objections  were  filed  attack¬ 
ing  almost  all  the  requirements  set  out 
in  the  standard.  It  is  not  feasible  to 
stay  the  order  in  part  and  to  provide 
for  the  other  parts  to  become  effective: 
Therefore,  It  is  ordered,  That  the  defini¬ 
tion  and  standard  of  identity  for  peanut 
butter  as  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  July  8,  1965  (30  FR.  8626) , 
be  stayed  in  its  entirety. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
section  701(e)(3)  of  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act,  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  will,  as  soon  as  practicable,  an¬ 


nounce  a  public  hearing  for  the  purpose 
of  receiving  evidence  relevant  and  mate¬ 
rial  to  the  issues  raised  by  the  objections 
filed. 

(Secs.  401,  701,  62  Stat.  1046,  1055,  as  amend¬ 
ed  70  Stat.  919,  72  Stat.  948;  21  Ofl.C.  341, 
371) 

Dated:  August  31,  1965. 

Geo.  P.  Larrick, 

Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

[FJt.  Doc.  65-9365;  Filed,  Sept.  3,  1965; 
8:47  a.m.] 


Title  30— MINERAL  RESOURCES 

Chapter  I — Bureau  of  Mines,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior 
SUBCHAPTER  K— PROCEDURES 

PART  41— MINE  FIRE  CONTROL, 
APPALACHIA 

Incident  to  the  institution  of  a  pro¬ 
gram  of  mine  fire  control  under  the  Ap¬ 
palachian  Regional  Development  Act  of 
1965  (P.L.  89-4,  79  Stat.  5)  a  new  Part 
41  is  added  to  Title  30 — Mineral  Re¬ 
sources.  These  regulations  shall  become 
effective  on  the  date  of  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

The  new  Part  41  reads  as  follows: 

Sec. 

41.1  Scope. 

41.2  Definitions. 

41.3  Qualification  of  projects. 

41.4  Contribution  contracts. 

415  Project  contracts. 

41.6  Administration  of  contributions. 

41.7  Assistance  by  States  and  local  au¬ 

thorities. 

41.8  Civil  rights. 

Authority:  The  provisions  of  this  Part  41 
Issued  under  section  7,  68  Stat.  1011;  section 
205,  79  Stat.  13. 

§  41.1  Scope. 

Projects  for  the  control  or  extinguish¬ 
ment  of  outcrop  or  underground  fires 
in  coal  formations  under  the  authority 
of  the  Act  of  August  31,  1954  (30  U.S.C. 
551-558)  and  pursuant  to  subsection 

(a)  (2)  of  section  205  of  the  Appalachian 
Regional  Development  Act  of  1965  (P.L. 
89-4,  79  Stat.  5) ,  shall  be  instituted  and 
conducted  in  accordance  with  the  regu¬ 
lations  in  this  part. 

§  41.2  Definitions. 

As  used  in  the  regulations  in  this  part 
and  in  contribution  contracts  entered 
into  pursuant  to  the  regulations  in  this 
part: 

(a)  “Government’’  means  the  United 
States  of  America, 

(b)  “Commission”  means  the  Appa¬ 
lachian  Regional  Development  Commis¬ 
sion  established  by  section  101  of  the 
Appalachian  Regional  Development  Act 
of  1965, 

(c)  “Secretary”  means  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  or  his  authorized  repre¬ 
sentative, 

(d)  “Director”  means  the  Director  of 
the  United  States  Bureau  of  Mines  or  his 
authorized  representative. 
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(e)  “Bureau”  means  the  United  States 
Bureau  of  Mines, 

(f)  “State”  means  any  one  of  the 
States  listed  in  section  403  of  the  Ap¬ 
palachian  Regional  Development  Act  of 
1965,  and 

(g)  “Local  authorities”  means  a 
county,  city,  township,  town,  or  borough, 
and  other  local  governmental  bodies  or¬ 
ganized  and  existing  under  authority  of 
State  laws. 

§41.3  Qualification  of  projects. 

A  project  in  a  State  for  the  control  of 
fires  in  coal  formations  will  be  under¬ 
taken  in  cooperation  with  a  State  and 
local  authorities  if,  in  the  Secretary’s 
judgment,  the  project  will  prevent  injury 
and  loss  of  life,  protect  public  health, 
conserve  natural  resources,  or  protect 
public  and  private  property.  Projects 
must  be  submitted  by  a  State  In  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  receive  the  approval  of  that 
body. 

§  41.4  Contribution  contracts. 

(a)  Each  project  shall  be  covered  by  a 
contribution  contract  among  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  as  represented  by  the  Director, 
the  State,  and  the  local  authorities.  The 
contract  shall  establish  the  total  esti¬ 
mated  cost  of  the  project  and,  if  the 
project  is  to  be  accomplished  in  phases, 
the  estimated  cost  of  each  phase.  The 
maximum  obligations  of  the  parties  to 
share  the  cost  of  the  project  shall  be 
stated  in  terms  of  the  total  estimated 
cost  of  the  project.  Other  responsi¬ 
bilities  of  the  parties  shall  also  be  de¬ 
scribed  in  the  contract,  as  may  be  agreed 
and  in  conformity  with  the  regulations 
in  this  part,  to  meet  the  needs  and  re¬ 
quirements  of  a  particular  project. 

(b)  Total  project  costs  shall  include 
the  costs  of  the  work  performed  pursuant 
to  a  project  contract  or  a  series  of  project 
contracts,  and  the  costs  to  the  Bureau 
of  administration,  engineering,  planning, 
direction  of  the  project  work,  and  rou¬ 
tine  maintenance  and  inspection  follow¬ 
ing  completion  of  the  work  performed  to 
control  or  extinguish  the  fire. 

(c)  The  Government’s  obligation  to 
contribute  funds  may  be  less  than  but 
shall  not  exceed  75  percent  of  the  total 
estimated  cost  of  the  project.  The  obli¬ 
gation  of  the  State  (and,  if  appropriate, 
the  local  authorities)  to  contribute  funds 
may  be  more  but  shall  not  be  less  than 
25  percent  of  the  total  estimated  cost  of 
the  project. 

(d)  None  of  the  funds  contributed  by 
the  Government  or  the  State  or  the  local 
authorities  shall  be  used  for  the  pur¬ 
chase  of  sand,  clay,  stone,  or  other  such 
kinds  of  non-combustible  materials  used 
to  control  or  extinguish  the  fire. 

§  41.5  Project  contracts. 

(a)  The  Bureau  will  design,  plan,  and 
engineer  a  method  of  operation  for  con¬ 
trol  or  extinguishment  of  the  outcrop  or 
underground  mine  fire,  and  will  execute 
the  project  through  a  project  contract  or, 
if  the  work  is  to  be  done  in  phases,  a 
series  of  project  contracts. 

(b)  A  State  or  local  authority  must 
pay  the  financial  contribution  required 
under  the  contribution  contract  to  the 


Bureau  after  the  bids  on  a  proposed  proj¬ 
ect  contract  have  been  opened  but  before 
the  contract  is  awarded.  The  State  will 
be  advised  of  the  time  and  place  of  the 
opening  of  bids  on  a  proposed  project 
contract  and  may  have  a  representative 
present  and,  when  requested,  shall  ad¬ 
vise  the  Bureau  with  respect  to  the  quali¬ 
fications  of  bidders.  The  Bureau  will 
recognize  the  contribution  and  coopera¬ 
tion  of  a  State  and  local  authorities  in 
advertisements  for  bids  for  the  work. 

(c)  If  the  bids  on  work  to  be  done 
under  a  proposed  project  contract  ex¬ 
ceed  the  estimated  cost  of  that  work,  the 
Bureau  shall  not  enter  into  a  project 
contract  until  the  contribution  contract 
has  been  amended  to  provide  for  an  in¬ 
crease  in  contributions  sufficient  to  meet 
the  increase  in  costs.  Similarly,  no 
amendment  shall  be  made  to,  and  no 
change  order  shall  be  issued  under,  a 
project  contract,  if  the  amendment  or 
change  order  would  result  in  an  expendi¬ 
ture  under  the  contract  in  excess  of  the 
estimated  cost  of  the  work  until  the  con¬ 
tribution  contract  has  been  amended  to 
provide  for  an  increase  in  contributions 
sufficient  to  meet  the  increase  in  costs. 

(d)  The  Director  is  authorized  to  exe¬ 
cute  an  amendment  to  a  contribution 
contract,  without  prior  approval  of  the 
Secretary,  to  meet  an  increase  in  costs 
under  a  proposed  or  existing  project 
contract  if  the  increase  is  not  in  excess 
of  20  percent  of  the  estimated  cost  of  the 
work  under  the  proposed  or  existing 
project  contract. 

§  41.6  Administration  of  contributions. 

Financial  contributions  made  by  a 
State  or  local  authorities  will  be  depos¬ 
ited  in  trust  in  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States  for  withdrawal  and  ex¬ 
penditure  by  the  Bureau  pursuant  to  the 
contribution  contract  and  as  necessary 
in  performance  of  the  project  work. 
Withdrawals  and  expenditures  from  the 
trust  fund  will  be  made  only  for  costs 
connected  with  the  project.  Any  part 
of  the  money  contributed  by  a  State  or 
local  authority  for  an  individual  project 
which  remains  unexpended  at  the  com¬ 
pletion  or  termination  of  a  project  will 
be  returned  to  the  State  or  local  author¬ 
ity. 

§  41.7  Assistance  by  States  and  local 
authorities. 

Either  the  State  or  local  authorities, 
as  may  be  appropriate  in  each  particular 
project,  and  without  cost  or  charge  to 
project  costs  shall : 

(a)  Provide  such  assistance  in  plan¬ 
ning  and  engineering  the  project  as  may 
be  requested  by  the  Bureau; 

(b)  Furnish  accurate  information, 
data,  and  accurate  maps  on  the  location 
of  the  project  and  the  location  of  water, 
sewer,  and  power  lines  within  the  project 
area,  and  maps  or  plats  showing  prop¬ 
erties  and  lands  on  which  releases,  con¬ 
sents,  or  rights  or  interests  in  lands  have 
been  obtained; 

(c)  Obtain  and  deliver  to  the  Bureau 
releases,  proper  consent  or  the  neces¬ 
sary  rights  or  interests  in  lands,  and 
other  documents  required  by  the  Bureau 
for  approval  of  the  project,  and  in  form 


and  substance  satisfactory  to  the 
Bureau; 

(d)  Furnish  a  certification  in  form 
and  substance  satisfactory  to  the  Bureau 
that  the  releases,  consents,  or  the  neces¬ 
sary  rights  or  interests  in  lands,  are  from 
all  the  legal  property  owners  within  the 
project  area; 

(e)  Agree  to  indemnify  and  hold  the 
Government  harmless  should  any  prop¬ 
erty  owner  within  the  project  area  make 
any  claim  for  damage  resulting  from  the 
work  within  the  project  area  if  releases, 
consents  or  rights  or  interests  were  not 
obtained  from  such  property  owner  by 
the  State  or  local  authorities; 

(f )  Grant  to  the  Government  the  right 
to  enter  upon  streets,  roads,  and  other 
land  owned  or  controlled  by  the  State 
or  the  local  authorities  overlying  or  ad¬ 
jacent  to  the  project  fire  area,  and  to 
conduct  thereon  the  operations  referred 
to  in  the  contribution  and  project  con¬ 
tract,  and  agree  to  hold  the  Government 
harmless  from  any  claim  for  damage 
arising  out  Of  the  project  operations  to 
property  owned,  possessed  or  controlled 
by  the  State  or  local  authorities  in  the 
vicinity  of  the  project  area; 

(g)  Furnish  sand,  clay,  stone,  or  other 
such  kinds  of  noncombustabie  materials, 
used  in  the  flushing  of  voids,  installation 
of  fire  barriers,  plugs,  trenches,  fills,  or 
other  means  or  methods  used  to  control 
or  extinguish  the  fire; 

(h)  Maintain  and  perform  mainte¬ 
nance  work  on  the  project  as  may  be  pro¬ 
vided  in  the  contribution  contract; 

(i)  Agree  not  to  mine  or  permit  min¬ 
ing  of  coal  or  other  minerals  in  property 
owned  or  controlled  by  the  State  or  local 
authorities,  if  required  by  the  Bureau  to 
assure  the  success  of,  or  protection  to, 
the  project  work  and  the  control  or  ex¬ 
tinguishment  of  the  fire,  and  for  such 
period  of  time  as  may  be  required  by  the 
Bureau;  and 

(j)  If  necessary,  procure  the  enact¬ 
ment  of  State  or  local  laws  providing  for 
the  control  and  extinguishment  of  out¬ 
crop  and  underground  fires  in  coal  for¬ 
mations  on  State  or  privately  owned 
lands  and  the  cooperation  of  the  State 
or  local  authorities  in  the  work  and  the 
requisite  authority  to  permit  the  State 
or  local  authorities  to  meet  the  obliga¬ 
tions  imposed  by  the  regulations  in  this 
part  of  a  contribution  contract. 

§  41.8  Civil  rights. 

A  State  and  local  authorities  shall 
comply  with  Title  VI  of  the  Civil  Rights 
Act  of  1964  (PXi.  88-352)  and  all  require¬ 
ments  imposed  by  or  pursuant  to  the 
regulations  of  the  Department  of  the 
Interior  entitled  “Nondiscrimination  in 
Federally-assisted  Programs  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Interior — Effectuation  of 
Title  VI  of  the  Civil  Rights  Act  of  1964” 
(43  CFR  Part  17)  and  shall  give  assur¬ 
ances  of  compliance  in  such  form  as  may 
be  required  by  the  Director. 

Stewart  L.  Udall, 
Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

August  31,  1965. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-6366;  Filed,  Sept.  3,  1965; 

8:47  a.m.] 
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Title  32— NATIONAL  DEFENSE 

Chapter  XIV — The  Renegotiation 
Board 

SUBCHAPTER  B — RENEGOTIATION  BOARD 
REGULATIONS  UNDER  THE  1951  ACT 

PART  1 459— COSTS  ALLOCABLE  TO 

AND  ALLOWABLE  AGAINST  RENE- 
GOTIABLE  BUSINESS 

Statutory  Provisions  and  General 
Regulations 

In  §  1459.1  paragraph  (b)  Profits,  cost 
allocation  and  allowance;  general  Is 
amended  in  the  following  respects: 

1.  Subparagraph  (1)  Accounting 
methods  is  amended  by  adding,  at  the 
end  thereof,  the  following:  “Nothing  in 
the  preceding  sentence  shall  affect  the 
authority  of  the  Board  under  section  103 
(f)  and  (i)  of  the  Act  to  determine  the 
income  received  or  accrued  or  the  costs 
paid  or  incurred  by  the  contractor  with 
respect  to  renegotiable  business  in  a  fis¬ 
cal  year  in  accordance  with  such  method 
of  accounting  as,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Board,  properly  reflects  such  income  or 
costs,  if  the  method  of  accounting  em¬ 
ployed  by  the  contractor  in  determining 
net  income  for  Federal  income  tax  pur¬ 
poses  does  not,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Board,  properly  reflect  such  income  or 
costs,  and  the  contractor  and  the  Board 
are  unable  to  agree  upon  a  method  which 
does  properly  reflect  such  income  or 
costs.” 

2.  Subparagraph  (3)  Allocation  of 
costs  is  amended  by  deleting  the  first 
sentence  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof 
the  following:  “In  general,  the  costs  paid 
or  incurred  with  respect  to  renegotiable 
business  in  the  fiscal  year  under  review 
will  be  the  costs  allocated  to  such  busi¬ 
ness  and  such  year  by  the  contractor’s 
established  cost  accounting  method  if 
that  method  reflects  recognized  account¬ 
ing  principles  and  practices.” 

3.  Subparagraph  (4)  Tax  deductions 
is  deleted  in  its  entirety  and  the  follow¬ 
ing  is  substituted  in  lieu  thereof: 

(4)  Tax  deductions.  When  an  item 
of  cost  is  allocable  in  whole  or  in  part 
to  renegotiable  business,  the  Board  will 
estimate  the  amount  allowable  as  a  de¬ 
duction  or  exclusion  under  chapter  1  of 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code,  and  such 
estimated  amount  will  be  allowed  as  a 
cost  of  renegotiable  business  in  the  fiscal 
year  under  review  to  the  extent  that  it 
is  allocable  to  such  business  and  such 
year  in  accordance  with  the  principles 
set  forth  in  this  paragraph  (b) .  No  such 
item  of  cost  will  be  allowed  in  an  amount 
less  than  or  in  excess  of  that  estimated 
to  be  deductible  or  excludable  from  in¬ 
come  under  the  Internal  Revenue  Code, 
and  all  items  of  cost  will  be  allocated  to 
the  fiscal  year  in  which  they  are  allow¬ 
able  in  the  determination  of  taxable  in¬ 
come  under  said  Code,  except  as  other¬ 
wise  provided  in  this  paragraph  (b). 
When  it  is  clear  that  a  contractor’s  de¬ 
ductions  and  exclusions  under  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  result  in  allow¬ 
able  costs  of  renegotiable  business  which 
are  in  the  aggregate  either  high  or  low 
on  a  comparative  basis,  this  circum¬ 


stance  will  be  considered  in  connection 
with  the  factor  of  the  “reasonableness  of 
costs”  of  the  contractor  and  the  deter¬ 
mination  of  the  amount  of  any  profit 
adjustment  to  be  required  of  the  con¬ 
tractor.  In  estimating  amounts  allow¬ 
able  as  deductions  or  exclusions  under 
chapter  1  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code, 
due  consideration  will  be  given  to  any 
pertinent  action  by  the  Internal  Revenue 
Service.  Published  rulings  of  the  Inter¬ 
nal  Revenue  Service  on  matters  of  gen¬ 
eral  application  will  be  adhered  to  in 
making  such  estimates.  However,  the 
allowance  of  items  as  costs  is  not  re¬ 
quired  merely  because  they  have  been  or 
are  expected  to  be  allowed  for  tax  pur¬ 
poses  by  particular  revenue  agents  or 
other  field  representatives  of  the  Inter¬ 
nal  Revenue  Service.  Occasionally  cases 
may  be  encountered  in  which  revenue 
agents  will  have  allowed  salaries  or  other 
items  as  deductions  for  tax  purposes 
which  the  Board  concludes  are  not  prop¬ 
erly  allowable  under  the  Internal  Rev¬ 
enue  Code  or  are  properly  allowable  in  a 
different  amount  or  for  a  different  year. 
In  such  cases  the  action  of  the  revenue 
agents  is  not  regarded  as  conclusive. 
Similarly,  disallowances  by  such  officials 
are  not  conclusive.  The  Board  will  ex¬ 
ercise  independent  judgment  on  whether 
and  to  what  extent  and  for  what  year 
items  are  allowable  as  deductions  or  ex¬ 
clusions  under  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code.  Such  judgment  will  be  based  upon 
an  estimate  of  what  the  courts  would  do 
if  the  deductibility  or  excludability  of 
the  items  were  the  subject  of  litigation. 

(Sec.  109,  65  Stat.  22;  50  U.S.C.,  App.  Sup. 
1219) 

Dated:  September  1,  1965. 

Lawrence  E.  Hartwig, 
Chairman. 

[FR.  Doc.  65-9377;  Filed,  Sept.  8,  1965; 

8:48  a.m.] 


Title  39— POSTAL  SERVICE 

Chapter  I — Post  Office  Department 

PART  94—  HIGHWAY 
TRANSPORTATION 

Correction 

In  FJt.  Doc.  65-8574,  published  at  page 
10150  in  the  August  14,  1965,  issue,  §  94.3 
(f )  (4)  should  read  as  follows : 

§  94.3  Contracts. 

•  *  *  *  • 

(f )  Renewals,  extensions,  and  changes 
without  advertising.  *  *  • 

(4)  Changes  in  schedules,  (i)  Direc¬ 
tors,  transportation  divisions,  may  issue 
orders  changing  schedules  of  departure 
and  arrival,  particularly  to  make  them 
conform  to  connections  with  railroads 
or  other  mail  routes,  without  increase 
in  pay. 

(ii)  Changes  in  schedules  must  be  au¬ 
thorized  by  the  director,  transportation 
division. 

(iii)  The  schedule  on  a  route  must  not 
be  changed  for  the  convenience  of  the 
contractor,  subcontractor,  or  carrier,  if 
the  change  would  be  detrimental  to  the 
service. 


(iv)  The  financial  effect  that  a  change 
in  schedule  may  have  on  a  contractor 
must  be  taken  into  consideration.  Re¬ 
versal  of  schedule  or  excessive  layover 
time  could  result  in  material  increase 
in  cost  or  undue  hardship  and  provide 
a  basis  for  readjustment  of  compensa¬ 
tion. 

(v)  Postmasters  must  inform  the 
proper  postal  service  officer  or  the  direc¬ 
tor,  transportation  division,  whenever 
changes  in  schedules  are  necessary  or 
appear  advisable,  with  a  full  explanation 
of  the  reasons.  They  should  not  recom¬ 
mend  changes  entirely  in  the  interest  of 
the  contractor. 


PART  96— AIR  TRANSPORTATION 

Internationl  Air  Transportation; 
Correction 

In  F.R.  Doc.  65-9337,  the  regulation 
being  amended  was  inadvertently  stated 
as  §  96.30.  After  the  notices  of  proposed 
rule  making  referred  to  in  this  docu¬ 
ment  were  issued,  §  96.30  was  renum¬ 
bered  s  96.45  (30  F.R.  10147) .  Accord¬ 
ingly,  FJt.  Doc.  65-9337  should  have 
shown  the  regulation  being  amended  as 
§  96.45.  Therefore,  the  references  to 
|§  96.30  and  96.30(d)  wherever  they  ap¬ 
pear  on  pages  11280  and  11281  are 
changed  to  §§  96.45  and  96.45(d) 
respectively. 

Harvey  H.  Hannah, 
Acting  General  Counsel. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-9479;  FUed,  Sept.  3,  1965; 
11:11  a.m.] 

Title  41— PUBLIC  CONTRACTS 
AND  PROPERTY  MANAGEMENT 

Chapter  9 — Atomic  Energy 
Commission 

PART  9—1 — GENERAL 

Subpart  9-1.52 — Procurement  by 
Cost-Type  Contractors 

PART  9-10— BONDS  AND 
INSURANCE 

Subpart  9-10.1 — Bonds 

PART  9-16— PROCUREMENT  FORMS 

Subpart  9-16.50 — Contract  Outlines 

PART  9-51—  REVIEW  AND  APPROVAL 
OF  CONTRACT  ACTIONS 

Subpart  9-51.4 — Contract  and  Sub¬ 
contract  Review  Requirements 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

Section  9-1.5202,  AEC  review  and  ap¬ 
proval  of  cost-type  contractor  procure¬ 
ment  practices  and  procedures,  para¬ 
graph  (c)  and  subparagraphs  (1)  and  (2) 
under  (c)  are  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  9-1.5202  AEC  review  and  approval  of 
cost-type  contractor  procurement 
practices  and  procedures. 

•  •  *  •  • 
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(c)  Waiver.  For  Class  B  contractors, 
the  foregoing  requirements  calling  for 
submission  and  review  of  written  state¬ 
ments  of  detailed  procurement  practices 
and  procedures  may  be  waived  by  the 
contracting  officer,  who  shall  reduce  the 
basis  for  the  waiver  to  writing: 

( 1 )  When  the  quantity  of  procurement 
chargeable  to  AEC  work  is  not  deemed 
substantial  by  the  contracting  officer; 
and  provided  the  contract  adequately 
incorporates  the  basic  AEC  procurement 
policies  in  §  9-1.5203;  or 

(2)  The  contracting  officer  is  able  to 
satisfy  himself  through  other  means  such 
as  on-site  examination  of  existing  prac¬ 
tices  or  review  of  written  procedures 
followed  in  connection  with  other  Gov¬ 
ernment  contracts  and  proposed  to  be 
used,  that  the  procurement  practices  fol¬ 
lowed  by  the  contractor  are  in  the  best 
interests  of  the  Government. 

•  •  *  *  * 

§  9—10.152  [Amended] 

In  S  9-10.152,  Contract  articles,  the 
reference  is  changed  from  “AECPR  9-7.- 
5004-19”  to  “AECPR  9-7.5006-51”. 

§  9-16.5002-8  [Amended] 

Section  9-16.5002-8,  Outline  of  fixed- 
price  contract  for  research  and  develop¬ 
ment  with  educational  Jnstitutions,  Ar¬ 
ticle  in — Consideration,  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

Article  III — Consideration 

In  lull  consideration  of  the  Contractor’s 
performance  hereunder,  the  Commission 

shall  pay  the  Contractor  the  sum  of  $ _ 

(If  desired,  the  actual  doUar  amount  of  each 
of  three  payments  equal  to  45-45-10  percent 
of  the  total  consideration  may  be  specified 
with  appropriate  modification  of  Article  B- 
XI,  Payments  i  An  additional  sentence  may 
be  added  setting  forth  the  cumulative 
amount  of  the  contract.  Additionally,  with 
respect  to  each  extended  period  of  perform¬ 
ance  made  operative  pursuant  to  Article  n, 
the  Commission  shall  pay  the  Contractor  the 
sum  specified  in  Appendix  C  or  the  pertinent 
separable  part  thereof  so  made  operative.)* 

§§  9-51.403-1, 9-51.403-2  [Amended] 

In  paragraph  (a)  of  §  9-51.403-1,  Con¬ 
tract  Review  Boards;  and  subdivision 
(iv)  under  subparagraph  (3)  of  §  9-51.- 
403-2,  Alternate  review  procedures,  the 
reference  “(AECM  9131)"  is  changed  to 
“(AECPR  9-56)”. 

(Sec.  161  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended,  68  Stat.  948,  42  U.S.C.  2201;  sec. 
205  of  the  Federal  Property  and  Administra¬ 
tive  Services  Act  of  1949,  as  amended,  63 
Stat.  390,  40  U.S.C.  486) 

Effective  date.  These  amendments 
are  effective  upon  publication  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register. 

Dated  at  Germantown,  Md.,  this  30th 
day  of  August  1965. 


PART  9-9— PATENTS  AND 
COPYRIGHTS 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

Section  9-9.5003,  Type  A  patent  provi¬ 
sions,  under  “Type  A  Patent  Provisions”; 
and  §  9-9.5004,  Type  B  patent  provisions, 
under  “Type  B  Patent  Provisions,”  the 
following  paragraph  (f)  is  added: 

(f)  With  respect  to  any  U.S.  Patent  Ap¬ 
plication  filed  by  the  Contractor  on  any  con¬ 
tract  invention  or  discovery  made  or  con¬ 
ceived  in  the  course  of  the  contract,  the 
Contractor  will  incorporate  in  the  first  para¬ 
graph  of  the  U.S.  Patent  Application  the 
foUowing  statement : 

“The  Invention  described  herein  was  made 
in  the  course  of,  or  under,  a  contract  (if 
desired,  may  substitute  contract  with  iden¬ 
tifying  number)  with  the  U.S.  Atomic  Energy 
Commission.” 


Section  9-9.5005,  Type  C  patent  provi¬ 
sions,  under  “Type  C  Patent  Provisions,” 
the  following  paragraph  (h)  is  added: 

(h)  With  respect  to  any  U.S.  Patent  Ap¬ 
plication  filed  by  the  Contractor  on  any  con¬ 
tract  invention  or  discovery  made  or  con¬ 
ceived  in  the  course  of  the  contract,  the  Con¬ 
tractor  wiU  incorporate  in  the  first  paragraph 
of  the  U.S.  Patent  Application  the  following 
statement: 

“The  invention  described  herein  was  made 
in  the  course  of,  or  under,  a  contract  (if 
desired,  may  substitute  contract  with  iden¬ 
tifying  number)  with  the  U.S.  Atomic  Energy 
Commission.’’ 

(Sec.  161  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as 
amended,  68  Stat.  948,  42  DJ3.C.  2201;  sec. 
205  of  the  Federal  Property  and  Administra¬ 
tive  Services  Act  of  1949,  as  amended,  63  Stat. 
390,40  U.S.C.  486) 

Effective  date.  These  amendments  are 
effective  45  days  after  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register. 


Dated  at  Germantown,  Md.,  this  27th 
day  of  August  1965. 


For  the  U.S.  Atomic  Energy  Commis¬ 
sion. 


Joseph  L.  Smith, 
Director,  Division  of  Contracts. 


[F.R.  Doc.  65-9381;  Filed,  Sept.  3,  1965; 
8:48  a.m.) 


Title  43— PUBLIC  LANDS: 
INTERIOR 

Chapter  II — Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  Department  of  the  Interior 

APPENDIX — PUBLIC  LAND  ORDERS 

.  [  Public  Land  Order  3803  ] 

[New  Mexico  0557188] 

NEW  MEXICO 

Modifying  Powersite  Reserve  No.  59 
and  Reclamation  Withdrawal  To 
Permit  Grant  of  Right-of-Way 


For  the  U.S.  Atomic  Energy  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Joseph  L.  Smith, 
Director,  Division  of  Contracts. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-9880;  Filed,  Sept.  8,  1965; 
8:48  a.m.] 


By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  the 
President  by  section  1  of  the  Act  of  June 
25,  1910  (36  Stat.  847;  43  U.S.C.  141), 
and  that  contained  in  section  3  of  the  Act 
of  June  17,  1902  (32  Stat.  388;  43  U.S.C. 
416),  and  pursuant  to  Executive  Order 


No.  10355  of  May  26, 1952  (17  FR.  4831), 
it  is  ordered  as  follows: 

The  Executive  Order  of  July  2,  1910, 
creating  Powersite  Reserve  No.  59,  and 
the  Departmental  Order  of  December  6, 
1915,  withdrawing  lands  for  reclamation 
purposes  in  connection  with  the  Colorado 
River  Storage  Project  are  hereby  modi¬ 
fied  to  the  extent  necessary  to  permit 
granting  of  a  highway  right-of-way  un¬ 
der  R.S.  2477  (43  U.S.C.  932)  to  the 
New  Mexico  State  Highway  Commission 
for  construction  of  a  highway  over  the 
following-described  lands,  as  shown  on 
maps  identified  as  FLHP  15(1)  No.  2-1 
on  file  with  the  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment  under  New  Mexico  0557188  as  a  part 
of  the  application  by  the  Commission: 

New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian 

NEW  MEXICO 

T.  30  N..R.8W., 

Sec.  12,  lots  6  and  10. 

The  areas  described  contain  72.01 
acres. 

The  lands  are  described  in  favorable 
determination  DA-46-New  Mexico  of  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  issued 
March  13, 1956.  As  provided  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  allowance  of  the  right-of-way 
application  shall  be  subject  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  section  24  of  the  Federal  Power 
Act.  In  the  event  the  lands  are  re¬ 
quired  for  power,  irrigation  and/or  rec¬ 
lamation  purposes,  any  improvements  or 
structures  placed  thereon  which  shall  be 
found  to  interfere  with  such  development 
shall  be  removed  or  relocated  as  may  be 
necessary  to  eliminate  such  interference 
at  no  cost  to  the  United  States,  its  per¬ 
mittees  or  licensees. 

Harry  R.  Anderson, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

August  30, 1965. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-9368;  Filed,  Sept.  3,  1965; 

'  8:47  am.] 


[Public  Land  Order  3806] 

[Colorado  066542] 

COLORADO 

Withdrawal  for  National  Forest 
Recreation  Areas 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in 
the  President  and  pursuant  to  Executive 
Order  No.  10355  of  May  26,  1952  (17 
F.R.  4831),  it  is  ordered  as  follows: 

1.  Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  the 
following-described  national  forest 
lands,  are  hereby  withdrawn  from  ap¬ 
propriation  under  the  United  States 
mining  laws  (Chap.  2,  Title  30,  U.S.C.) , 
in  aid  of  programs  of  the  Department 
of  Agriculture: 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian 

(ARAPAHO  NATIONAL  FOREST) 

V.S.  Highway  40,  Roadside  Zone 

A  strip  of  land  300  feet  wide  on  each  side 
of  the  surveyed  centerline  of  U.S.  Highway 
40  through  the  following-described  lands: 

T.  2  S.,  R.  75  W.  (unsurveyed) , 

When  surveyed  should  be: 

Sec.  23.  W&E^,  E%W&— less  area  in 
existing  withdrawal,  PLO  3136; 

Sec.  26.  W^E&.Wfc; 

Sec.  34,  SEV4NEK,  SEV4: 

Sec.  35,  NWV4,  W[4SW)4. 
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T.  3  S.,  R.  74  W.  (unsurveyed) , 

When  surveyed  should  be : 

Sec.30,NV4. 

T.  3  S.,  R.  75  W.  (unsurveyed). 

When  surveyed  should  be: 

Sec.  3,  NEV4; 

Sec.  16,  SWy4NW*A,  SW»4.  W&SEfc; 
Sec.20,NEV4.SV&; 

Sec.  21,NV4,fifW%: 

Sec.  22,  All — less  area  In  existing  with¬ 
drawal,  PLO  1825; 

Sec.  23,  SV4; 

Sec.  25,  NV6 — less  area  In  existing  with¬ 
drawal,  PLO  2302; 

Sec.  26.NEV4NEV4. 

U.S.  Highway  6,  Roadside  Zone 

A  strip  of  land  300  feet  wide  on  each  side 
of  the  surveyed  centerline  of  UJ3.  Highway 
6  through  the  following-described  lands: 

T. 4  S.,  R.  75  W.  (unsurveyed). 

When  surveyed  should  be: 

Sec.  18,  sy2; 

Sec.  19.NV4NEV4: 

Sec.  20,  N  ft. 

T.  4  S.,  R.  76  W.  (unsurveyed) , 

When  surveyed  should  be: 

Sec.  13,  S&N Vt.  N&SV4— less  area  In 
existing  withdrawal,  P 14)  1943; 

Sec.  14,  SV4NEV4.  S>4— less  area  In  ex¬ 
isting  withdrawal,  PLO  1825; 

Sec.  15,  SEV4SEV4, 

Sec.  22,  NEV4.  NftSEK,  NE^SWfc; 

Sec.  34,  NEV4SEV4; 

Sec.  35,  SWV4NWV4.  SWV4- 
T.  5  S.,  R.  76  W.  (surveyed) , 

Sec.  2,  lots  3, 4; 

Sec.  3,  SW>/4SWV4.  EV4SWV4,  NW«48E^4; 
8 sc.  4.  SEy4SEy4; 

Sec.  8,  SV4SWV4.SEV4; 

Sec.  9,  NEV4,  8%NWy4,  N%8W)4; 

Sec.  10,  NWV4NWV4; 

Sec.  17,  NW*/4; 

Sec.  18,  lot  4,  EV&NEV4,  SWV4NEV4.  NEV4 
swy4,  NV4SEV4SWV4,  NV4SEV4.  nw»4 

sw  Vi  sb  34: 

Sec.  19,  lot  1. 

T.  5  S„  R.  77  W.  (surveyed) , 

Sec.  21,  lot  18; 

Sec.  22,  sy2NEV4.  EV4SEV4NWV4.  NV4NEV4 
SWV4,  NViNW»4SEV4.  NV4NEV4SEV4. 

T.  5  8.,  R.  78  W.  (surveyed) , 

Sec.  33,  SV4SEV4; 

Sec.  34,  lot  7,  SWV4SWV4- 
T.  6  S.,  R.  78  W.  (surveyed) , 

Sec.  5,  lot  1,  WV4SEV4NEV4.  WV4NEV4SEV4. 

E  V4  NW  V4  8E  »4 .  N  V4  8 w  V4  SE  V4 ; 

Sec.  8,  NE  V4  SW  V4 ; 
sec.  17,  sy2Nw»4,  SWV4; 

Sec.  18,  SEV4SEV4; 

Sec.  19,  Ey2NEV4.  NEV4SEV4,  NV4SEV4SEV4; 
Sec.  20,  SV4NWV4SWV4,  Ny2SWV4SWV4; 

Sec.  30,  lots  5  and  6,  SV4NWV4NEV4.  W V4 
SEy4NWy4NWV4,  EV4NWV48WV4NWV4. 
N  W  V4  NE  >4  S  W  V4  NW  V4  • 

T.  6  S.,  R.  79  W.  (surveyed) , 

Ssc.  15,  W'/2 — less  area  in  the  White  River 
National  Forest; 

Sec.  22,  NEV4,  NEV4NWV4,  SWV4; 

Sec.  23,  ay2SWV4,  SV4SEV4; 

Sec.  24,  SWV4SWV4: 

Sec.  25,  SV4NEV4NEV4,  NWV4NEV4,  NV4 
SWV4NEV4,  NV4SEV4NEV4,  NEV4NWV4, 
NWV4NWV4; 

Sec.  26,  NV4NEV4NEV4.  NV4NWV4NEV4. 
Ny2NEV4NWV4,  Ny2NWV4NWV4. 

Colorado  Highway  5,  Roadside  Zone 

A  strip  of  land  200  feet  wide  on  each  side 
of  the  surveyed  centerline  of  Colorado  High¬ 
way  5  through  the  following-described  lands: 

T.  5  S.,  R.  73  W.  (surveyed) , 

Sec.  5,  lots  2,  3.  and  4,  SWV4NEV4.  S'/2 
NWV4.NV4SWV4; 

Sec.  6,  NEV4,  NV4SEV4,  SWV4SEV4: 

Sec.  7,  WV&EV4,  EV4WV4; 

Sec.  18.NV4NEV4,  WV4. 


T.  5  8..  R.  74  W.  (surveyed) , 

Sec.  18.SEV48WV4,  8V48EV4: 
sec.  23,  EV4SEy4.  nw>/4sev4; 

Sec.  24,  NWV4.  N%SWV4: 

Sec.  25.  SWy4NWV4. 8WV4: 

Sec.  26,  EV4NEV4.  NWV4NEV4.  EV4SWV4. 
8EV4; 

Sec.  35,  N1/2NEV4: 

Sec.  36,NViNWV4. 

Colorado  Highway  125,  Roadside  Zone 

A  strip  of  land  200  feet  wide  on  each  side 
of  the  surveyed  centerline  of  Colorado  High¬ 
way  125  through  the  following  lands: 

T.  3  N„  R.  77  W.  (surveyed) , 

Sec.  7,  lots  1,  2,  and  3,  SEy4NWV4.  ®V4 
SWV4,  WV4SEV4: 

Sec.  17.SWV4SWV4: 

Sec.  18,  WV4NEV4.  SEV4NEV4.  SEV4: 

Sec.  19,EVfcNEy4. 

T.  3  N.,  R.  78  W.  (surveyed) , 

Sec.  1,  lots  3  and  4,  SWV4NEV4,  8EV4NWV4. 

EV4SWV4.SEV4: 

Sec.  12.NEV4NEV4. 

T.  4  N.,  R.  78  W.  (surveyed) , 

Sec.  1,  NV4SWV4.  SEV4SWV4: 

Sec.  2,  lots  9,  10,  11,  and  16.  SV4NV4,  N% 
SEV4 — less  that  area  In  Routt  National 
Forest  in  lot  11; 

Sec.  12,  NWV4.  NEV4SWV4.  WV4SEV4.  SEV4 
SEV4; 

Sec.  18,  S«4  of  lot  1,  lot  2,  NEV4NEV4; 

Sec.  24,  lots  2  and  3.  SEV4NWV4,  N^SWVi, 
SWV4SWV4; 

Sec.  25,  NWy4NW«4; 

Sec.  26,  EV4NEV4.  SWV4NEV4SEV4,  WV4 
SEV4,  SE  V4  SE  V4 ; 

Sec.  35,  NV4NEV4,  SE«4NEV4,  NEV4SEV4; 

Sec.  36,  NWV4SWV4.  SEV4SWV4- 

Colorado  Highway  103,  Roadside  Zone 

A  strip  of  land  200  feet  wide  on  each  side 
of  the  surveyed  centerline  of  Colorado  High¬ 
way  103  through  the  following-described 
lands: 

T.  4  S.,  R.  72  W.  (surveyed) , 

Sec.  19,  lots  2  and  3,  SEV4NEV4.  EV4SEV4; 
Sec.  20,  S Vi  S W Vi — less  area  In  existing 
withdrawal,  PLO  1825. 

T.  4  S..  R.  73  W.  (surveyed) , 

Sec.  9,  NWV4,  N*/2SWV4: 

Sec.  18,  lots  1,  2,  3,  5,  6,  11,  12,  and  13; 
Sec.  19,  lots  1,  2,  3,  and  4,  SEV4SWV4.  SWV4 
SEV4; 

Sec.  23,  WV4SEV4: 

Sec.  24,  EV4NEV4.  SWV4NEV4,  E%SWV4. 

NWV4SWV4,  wy2SEV4: 

Sec.  26,  Wy2NEV4,  NE«/4NWV4,  SV4NWV4; 
Sec. 27,  SV4NV4,Ny2SV4; 

Sec.  28,  SV4NEV4,  SWV4.  NWV4SEV4; 

Sec.  29.SWV4NWV4.NWV4SWV4.SEV4; 

Sec.  32,  NEV4,  Sy2NWV4,  NV4SWy4— less 
area  in  existing  withdrawal,  PLO  1825. 
T.  4  S.,  R.  74  W.  (surveyed). 

Sec.  13,  SEV4SEV4; 

Sec.  24.EV4NEV4; 

Sec.  25.SEV4NEV4. 

Forest  Development  Road  No.  149,  Roadside 
Zone 

A  strip  of  land  200  feet  wide  on  each  side 
of  the  surveyed  centerline  of  7J3.R.  No.  149 
through  the  following  lands: 

T.  1  S„  R.  74  W.  (surveyed) , 

Sec.  28,  NWV4.  wy2SWV4— less  that  area 
In  the  Roosevelt  National  Forest  In  the 
NW%; 

Sec.  29,  SEV4SEV4; 

Sec.  32,  NEV4,  SWV4,  NWV4SEV4; 

Sec. 33,  NWV4NWV4. 

T.  1  S.,  R.  75  W.  (surveyed) , 

Sec.  34,Ei/2SWV4. 

T.  2  S.,  R.  74  W.  (surveyed) . 

Sec.  5,  NWV4,  NV4SWV4,  SWV4SWV4,  less 
area  In  existing  PLO  2553;  . 

Sec.  6.  lot  5  SE  Vi. 


T.  2  S.,  R.  76  W.  (unsurveyed) , 

When  surveyed  should  be: 

Sec.  1,  NEV4.SV4; 

Sec.  2,  SV4NEV4.  NWV4.  NV4SWV4.  SEV4; 

Sec.  3,  NWV4 — less  area  In  existing  with¬ 
drawal  PLO  3136; 

Sec.  12.NV4NEV4.NEV4NW.  • 

The  area  described  contains  approx¬ 
imately  4,055  acres  in  Grand,  Summit, 
and  Clear  Creek  Counties. 

2.  The  withdrawal  made  by  this  order 
does  not  alter  the  applicability  of  those 
public  land  laws  governing  the  use  of  the 
national  forest  lands  under  lease,  license 
or  permit,  or  governing  the  disposal  of 
their  mineral  and  vegetative  resources 
other  than  under  the  mining  laws. 

Harry  R.  Anderson, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

August  30, 1965. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-9369;  Filed,  Sept.  3,  1965; 

8:47  am.] 


[Public  Land  Order  3807] 

[Riverside  06059,  Utah  064136  etc.] 

CALIFORNIA  AND  UTAH 

Correction  of  Public  Land  Orders  No. 

3591  and  No.  3673 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in 
the  President  by  section  1  of  the  Act  of 
June  25,  1910  (36  Stat.  847;  43  UJS.C. 
141),  and  pursuant  to  Executive  Order 
No.  10355  of  May  26, 1952  (17  PE.  4831) , 
and  by  virtue  of  the  authority  contained 
in  section  3  of  the  Act  of  June  17,  1902 
(32  Stat.  388;  43  UJS.C.  416) ,  as  amended 
and  supplemented,  it  is  ordered  as 
follows: 

1.  Subject  to  any  intervening  valid 
existing  rights  Public  Land  Orders  No. 
3591  of  April  1,  1965,  and  No.  3673  of 
June  10,  1965,  appearing  as  Federal 
Register  Documents  No.  65-3637,  and  No. 
65-6249,  in  the  issues  of  April  8,  1965 
(30  FE.  4541),  and  June  16,  1965  (30 
PE.  7752) ,  respectively,  are  hereby  cor¬ 
rected  in  the  following  particulars: 

a.  Public  Land  Order  No.  3591.  The 
description  “T.  11  N.,  R.  8  E„”  San 
Bernardino  Meridian,  Calif.,  is  corrected 
to  read  “T.  11 N.,  R.  8  W.,’\ 

b.  Public  Land  Order  No.  3673.  The 
description  “T.  3  N.,  R.  30  E.”,  Salt  Lake 
Meridian,  Utah,  is  corrected  to  read  “T. 
3  N.,  R.  20  E.,”.  The  said  T.  3  N.,  R.  30 
E.,  is  nonexistent  in  Utah. 

2.  The  lands  described  in  Public  Land 
Order  No.  3591  in  T.  11  N.,  R.  8  E„  are 
subject  to  all  those  laws  and  regulations 
to  which  they  were  subject  prior  to  their 
erroneous  inclusion  in  the  said  public 
land  order. 

3.  Until  10  a.m.  on  March  2,  1966,  the 
State  of  California  shall  have  a  preferred 
right  of  application  to  select  the 
SEV4SWV4,  sec.  10,  and  the  SEy4SEy4, 
sec.  12,  T.  11  N.,  R.  8  W.,  S.B.M., 
California,  as  provided  by  R.S.  2276 
as  amended  (43  UJS.C.  852).  After 
that  date  and  hour  the  lands  shall  be¬ 
come  subject  to  application,  petition,  and 
selection  generally,  subject  to  valid  exist- 
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ing  rights,  the  provisions  of  existing 
withdrawals,  and  the  requirements  of 
applicable  law.  All  valid  applications 
received  at  or  prior  to  10  a.m.  on  March 
2, 1966,  shall  be  considered  as  simultane¬ 
ously  filed  at  that  time.  Those  filed 
thereafter  shall  be  considered  in  the 
order  of  filing.  The  lands  have  been 
open  to  applications  and  offers  under  the 
mineral  leasing  laws  and  to  location  for 
metalliferous  minerals.  They  will  be 
open  to  location  for  nonmetalliferous 
minerals  after  10  am.  on  March  2,  1966. 

Inquiries  concerning  the  lands  de¬ 
scribed  in  paragraph  3,  above,  should  be 
addressed  to  the  Manager,  Land  Office, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  Riverside, 
Calif. 

Harry  R.  Anderson, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

August  31,  1965. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-9370;  Filed,  Sept.  3,  1965; 

8:47  a.m.] 


[Public  Land  Order  3808] 

[Nevada  054577] 

NEVADA 

Revocation  of  Executive  Order  No. 

5799 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in 
the  President  by  section  1  of  the  Act  of 
June  25,  1910  (36  Stat.  847;  43  U.S.C. 
141),  and  pursuant  to  Executive  Order 
No.  10355  of  May  26,  1952  (17  F.R.  4831), 
it  is  ordered  as  follows: 

1.  Executive  Order  No.  5799  of  Feb¬ 
ruary  15,  1932  withdrawing  the  follow¬ 
ing-described  public  land  for  use  of  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  as  the  Mc¬ 
Clellan  Peak  Lookout  Site,  is  hereby 
revoked: 

Mount  Diablo  Meridian 

T.  16  N„  R.  20  E„ 

Sec.  14,  N%NW(4. 

Containing  80  acres,  in  Washoe 
County. 

2.  Subject  to  valid  existing  rights  and 
the  provisions  of  existing  withdrawals 
and  procedures,  the  land  shall,  at  10  a.m. 
on  October  6,  1965  become  subject  to 
disposition  under  the  public  land  laws, 
including  location  under  the  United 
States  mining  laws  for  nonmetalliferous 
minerals.  All  valid  applications  received 
at  or  prior  to  10  a.m.  on  October  6,  1965 
shall  be  considered  as  simultaneously 
filed  at  that  time.  Those  filed  thereafter 
shall  be  considered  in  the  order  of  filing. 

Inquiries  concerning  the  land  should 
be  directed  to  the  Manager,  Land  Office, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  Reno,  Nev. 

Harry  R.  Anderson, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

August  31,  1965. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-9371;  Filed,  Sept.  3,  1965; 

8:47  a.m.] 


Title  47 — TELECOMMUNICATION 

Chapter  I — Federal  Communications 
Commission 

[Docket  No.  15722] 

PART  2— FREQUENCY  ALLOCATIONS 
AND  RADIO  TREATY  MATTERS; 
GENERAL  RULES  AND  REGULA¬ 
TIONS 

Miscellaneous  Amendments; 
Correction 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of  Part 
2  of  the  Commission’s  rules  to  conform 
to  the  extent  practicable,  with  the  Ge¬ 
neva  (1959)  Radio  Regulations,  as  re¬ 
vised  by  the  Space  EARC,  Geneva,  1963 ; 
Docket  No.  15722. 

In  the  Appendix  to  the  Report  and 
Order  in  the  abovq  entitled  matter,  re¬ 
leased  May  20,  1965,  and  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  May  28,  1965 
(30  F.R.  7153) ,  US101  was  listed  opposite 
the  band  31.3-31.5  Gc/s  in  column  6. 

This  is  in  error  and  should  read  US100 
opposite  the  band  31.3-31.5  Gc/s  in  col¬ 
umn  6. 

Released :  September  1, 1965. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-9385;  FUed,  Sept.  3,  1965; 
8:48  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  15657,  RM-524;  FCC  65-751] 

PART  15— RADIO  FREQUENCY 
DEVICES 

Operation  of  Radio  Door  Controls; 

Order  To  Stay  Effective  Date  of  New 

Paragraph 

1.  Upon  petition  from  the  Door  Op¬ 
erator  and  Remote  Control  Manufac¬ 
turers  Association  (DORCMA),  the 
Commission  amended  §  15.211  of  Part  15 
of  its  rules  (First  Report  and  Order  in 
Docket  No.  15657)  to  delete  the  duty  cycle 
requirement  on  radio  control  devices  for 
door  operators  which  use  frequencies 
above  70  Mc/s.  Moreover,  because  of  a 
large  number  of  recent  complaints  of 
interference  to  aeronautical  radionavi¬ 
gation  systems  from  radio  controls  for 
door  openers,  Part  15  was  further 
amended  to  prohibit  operation  of  both 
existing  and  future  radio  controls  for 
door  operators  in  certain  aeronautical 
radionavigation  and  radio  astronomy 
bands  and  specified  safety  frequencies. 
These  amended  rules  were  to  have  be¬ 
come  effective  on  September  7, 1965. 

2.  On  August  25,  1965,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  received  from  DORCMA  a  Request 
to  Stay  Order.  DORCMA  requests  the 
Commission  to  stay  new  paragraph  (a) 
(6)  of  §  15.211.  This  paragraph  tabu¬ 


lates  the  bands  of  frequencies  upon  which 
radiation  from  radio  controls  for  door 
openers  is  to  be  prohibited. 

3.  DORCMA  submits  that  of  the  esti¬ 
mated  400,000  radio  controls  for  door 
operators  presently  in  use,  there  is  no 
record  on  how  many  were  adjusted  to 
operate  in  these  bands,  since  there  was 
no  reason  for  making  such  record. 
DORCMA  further  states  that  the  loca¬ 
tions  of  thousands  and  thousands  of 
these  units  are  not  known.  DORCMA 
estimates  the  cost  of  readjusting  the  op¬ 
erating  frequency  at  $15.00  per  unit. 
DORCMA  also  claims  that  to  impose  this 
restriction  on  devices  manufactured  be¬ 
fore  September  7,  1965,  the  effective  date 
of  the  order,  is  tantamount  to  making 
illegal  many  previously  legal  radio  con¬ 
trols  for  door  operators,  and  that  this 
type  of  sudden  imposition  would  preju¬ 
dice  prospective  customers. 

4.  Although  the  Commission  was 
aware  that  prohibiting  operation  on 
certain  bands  would  entail  resetting  the 
operating  frequency  of  those  radio  con¬ 
trols  using  frequencies  in  these  pro¬ 
hibited  bands,  it  was  felt  that  each  in¬ 
dividual  operator  or  owner  would  be 
responsible  for  converting  to  frequen¬ 
cies  upon  which  operation  is  permissible. 
In  this  connection,  attention  is  called 
to  the  general  condition  of  operation  in 
§  15.3  of  Part  15  which  states  that  per¬ 
sons  operating  restricted  or  incidental 
radiation  devices  shall  not  be  deemed  to 
have  any  vested  or  recognizable  right  to 
the  continued  use  of  any  given  fre¬ 
quency,  by  virtue  of  prior  registration 
or  certification  of  equipment.  Never¬ 
theless,  in  order  to  permit  the  holding 
of  a  government-industry  conference  of 
the  parties  principally  concerned,  the 
Commission  considers  that  the  effective 
date  of  the  new  rule  should  be  stayed 
except  as  it  affects  permissible  frequen¬ 
cies  for  equipment  installed  after  Sep¬ 
tember  7,  1965. 

5.  It  is,  therefore,  ordered.  That  new 
paragraph  (a)  (6)  of  8  15.211  be  stayed 
for  a  period  of  90  days  ending  December 
6,  1965,  insofar'  as  it  applies  to  equip¬ 
ment  installed  prior  to  September  7, 
1965. 

6.  This  Order  is  issued  pursuant  to 
authority  contained  in  sections  4(1)  and 
405  of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934, 
as  amended. 

(Secs.  4,  405,  48  Stat.  1066,  1095,  as  amended; 
47  U.S.C.  154,  405) 

Adopted:  August  31,  1965. 

Released:  September  1,  1965. 

Federal  Communications 

Commission,1 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-9386;  Filed,  Sept.  3,  1965; 

8:48  a.m.] 


1  Commissioners  Henry,  Chairman;  Bartley 
and  Cox  absent. 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 
[43  CFR  Subpart  3107] 
PUBLIC  DOMAIN  LEASING 

Seismographic  and  Geophysical 
Exploration  Licenses 

Basis  and  purpose.  Notice  is  hereby 
given  that  pursuant  to  the  authority 
vested  in  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  by 
section  2470  of  the  Revised  Statutes  (43 
U.S.C.  1201) ,  it  is  proposed  to  add  a  new 
subpart  to  43  CFR  to  provide  for  seismo¬ 
graphic  and  geophysical  exploration 
licenses  for  leasable  minerals. 

The  purpose  of  granting  licenses  for 
such  exploration  is  to  encourage  the  ex¬ 
ploration  for  leasable  minerals  and,  at 
the  same  time,  to  minimize  any  adverse 
effect  such  activities  may  have  on  the 
lands  and  their  resources.  However,  the 
granting  of  such  a  license  does  not  vest 
the  licensee  with,  nor  confer  upon  him, 
any  preference  right  to  a  mineral  lease. 
No  license  will  be  issued  if  it  would  de¬ 
stroy  significant  resources  or  surface 
values. 

It  is  the  policy  of  the  Department  of 
the  Interior  whenever  practicable,  to  af¬ 
ford  the  public  an  opportunity  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  rule  making  process.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  interested  persons  may  submit 
written  comments,  suggestions,  or  objec¬ 
tions  with  respect  to  the  proposed  regu¬ 
lations  to  the  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  Washington,  D.C.,  within  30  days 
of  the  date  of  publication  of  this  notice 
in  the  Federal  Register. 


Subpart  3107 — Seismographic  and 

Geophysical  Exploration  Licenses 

§  3107.0-2  Objectives. 

Seismographic  and  geophysical  ex¬ 
ploration  for  minerals  subject  to  disposi¬ 
tion  under  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act  of 
1920,  as  amended,  is  neither  expressly 
authorized  nor  expressly  forbidden  by 
law,  but  hereafter  no  exploration  of  that 
type  shall  be  conducted  except  by  a  per¬ 
son  holding  a  valid  “Seismographic  and 
Geophysical  Exploration  License.”  The 
objective  of  granting  such  licenses  is  to 
encourage  the  exploration  for  leasable 
minerals  and,  at  the  same  time,  to  mini¬ 
mize  any  adverse  effect  such  activities 
may  have  on  the  lands  and  their  re¬ 
sources.  However,  the  granting  of  such 
a  license  does  not  vest  the  licensee  with, 
nor  confer  upon  him,  any  preference 
right  to  a  mineral  lease.  No  license  will . 
be  issued  if  it  would  destroy  significant 
resources  or  surface  values. 

§  3107.0—5  Definitions. 

The  activities  authorized  by  a  “Seismo¬ 
graphic  and  Geophysical  Exploration 
License’’  include,  but  are  not  limited  to, 
exploration  with  magnetometer,  torsion 
balance,  seismograph  or  other  geophysi¬ 
cal  instruments,  road  and  trail  building 
and  transit  over  the  lands.  The  activi¬ 
ties  authorized  by  such  a  license  do  not 
include  any  form  of  drilling. 

§  3107.1—1  Applications. 

Applications  for  seismographic  and 
geophysical  exploration  licenses  must  be 
executed  on  a  form  approved  by  the  Di¬ 
rector,  “Seismographic  and  Geophysical 
Exploration  Application  and  License.” 
A  statement  showing  the  general  course 


of  exploration  and  plan  of  operation  to 
be  followed  by  the  applicant  must  ac¬ 
company  the  application.  The  applica¬ 
tion  will  be  granted,  subject  to  the  listed 
terms  and  conditions,  when  approved  by 
the  appropriate  District  Manager.  The 
application  must  be  filed  with  the  Dis¬ 
trict  Manager  having  jurisdiction  over 
the  lands  together  with  a  non-refundable 
filing  fee  of  $10.  In  issuing  a  license, 
the  District  Manager  may,  when  war¬ 
ranted,  impose  such  additional  reason¬ 
able  conditions  and  restrictions  as  may 
be  necessary  to  conserve  significant  re¬ 
sources  or  surface  values. 

§3107.1—2  Rights  conferred. 

The  granting  of  a  license  for  seismo¬ 
graphic  and  geophysical  exploration  does 
not  grant  to  the  licensee  any  exclusive 
right  to  the  use  of  the  lands  for  prospect¬ 
ing  or  for  any  other  purposes.  A  license 
does  not  grant  any  access  or  right  to  ex¬ 
plore  any  lands  over  which  Bureau  of 
Land  Management  has  no  jurisdiction. 
The  lands  covered  by  the  license  will  be 
subject  at  all  times,  to  any  other  au¬ 
thorized  lawful,  use  by  the  United  States, 
its  lessees,  permittees,  and  assigns. 

§  3107.1-3  Bond. 

The  District  Manager  may  require  an 
applicant  to  post  a  surety  company  bond 
to  secure  the  faithful  compliance  with 
the  terms  of  the  license,  either  prior  or 
subsequent  to  the  issuance  of  the  license. 

Harry  R.  Anderson, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

August  31,  1965. 

(FJR.  Doc.  65-0372;  Filed,  Bept.  8,  1966; 

8:48  am.] 
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Notices 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Docket  Noe.  RI66— 49,  etc.] 

MONSANTO  CO.  ET  AL. 

Order  Providing  for  Hearings  on  and 
Suspension  of  Proposed  Changes  in 
Rates  1 

August  30,  1965. 

The  Respondents  named  herein  have 
filed  proposed  increased  rates  and 
charges  of  currently  effective  rate  sched¬ 
ules  for  sales  of  natural  gas  under  Com¬ 
mission  jurisdiction,  as  set  forth  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  A  hereof. 

The  proposed  changed  rates  and 
charges  may  be  unjust,  unreasonable, 
unduly  discriminatory,  or  preferential, 
or  otherwise  unlawful. 


The  Commission  finds:  It  is  in  the 
public  interest  and  consistent  with  the 
Natural  Oas  Act  that  the  Commission 
enter  upon  hearings  regarding  the  law¬ 
fulness  of  the  proposed  changes,  and 
that  the  supplements  herein  be  sus¬ 
pended  and  their  use  be  deferred  as  or¬ 
dered  below. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Under  the  Natural  Gas ‘Act,  par¬ 
ticularly  Sections  4  and  15,  the  Regula¬ 
tions  pertaining  thereto  (18  CFR  Ch.  I) , 
and  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  public  hearings  shall  be 
held  concerning  the  lawfulness  of  the 
proposed  changes. 

(B)  Pending  hearings  and  decisions 
thereon,  the  rate  supplements  herein  are 
suspended  and  their  use  deferred  until 

Appendix  A 


date  shown  in  the  “'Date  Suspended  Un¬ 
til”  column,  and  thereafter  until  made 
effective  as  prescribed  by  the  Natural 
Gas  Act. 

(C)  Until  otherwise  ordered  by  the 
Commission,  neither  the  suspended  sup¬ 
plements,  nor  the  rate  schedules  sought 
to  be  altered,  shall  be  changed  until  dis¬ 
position  of  these  proceedings  or  expira¬ 
tion  of  the  suspension  period. 

(D)  Notices  of  intervention  or  peti¬ 
tions  to  intervene  may  be  filed  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  20426,  in  accordance  with  the 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR 
1.8  and  1.37(f))  on  or  before  October  6, 
1965. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 
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rate 

Nos. 

RI66-49 _ 

Monsanto  Co.,  1300 

41 

HI 

Transwestern  Pipeline  Co.  (Brillhart- 

$1, 125 

7-13-65 

*9-1-65 

2-1-66 

*17.0 

•  *  *  19. 5 

Main  St.,  Houston, 

Morrow  Field,  Hansford  County, 

Tex.,  77002. 

Tex.)  (R.R.  District  No.  10). 

43 

Transwestern  Pipeline  Co.  (Dude 
Wilson-Morrow  Field,  Ochiltree 

1,250 

7-13-65 

*9-1-65 

2-1-66 

•17.0 

*••19.5 

m 

County,  Tex.)  (R.R.  District  No. 
10). 

Transwestern  Pipeline  Co.  (Ellis 

RI66-50 _ 

Caroline  Hunt  Sands, 

11 

1, 125 

7-19-66 

*9-1-65 

2-1-66 

•17.0 

•  •  ‘  19. 6 

et  al.,  1401  Elm  St., 
Dallas,  Tex.,  75202. 

Ranch  Field,  Ochiltree  County, 
Tex.)  (R.R.  District  No.  10). 

RI66-51 _ 

A.  Q.  Hill  (Operator), 
et  al.,  1401  Elm  St., 
Dallas,  Tex.,  75202. 

3 

3 

Transwestern  Pipeline  Co.  (Parsell 
Field,  Hemphill  County,  Tex.) 

2,250 

7-19-65 

*9-1-65 

2-1-66 

•17.0 

*  *  ‘  19. 5 

(R.R.  District  No.  10). 

RI66-52 _ 

Champlin  Petroleum 

87 

5 

Transwestern  Pipeline  Co.  (Cutter- 

553 

7-19-65 

*9-1-65 

2-1-66 

•17.0 

•  ‘  •  19. 5 

Co.,  Post  Office  Box 
9365,  Fort  Worth, 
Tex.,  76107. 

Irvin  Unit,  Ochiltree  County,  Tei.) 
(R.R.  District  No.  10). 

RI66-53 _ 1 

Union  Oil  Co.  of  Cali- 

3 

Transwestern  Pipeline  Co.  (Red  Deer 

5,250 

7-21-65 

*9-1-65 

2-1-66 

•17.0 

•  *  •  19. 5 

fomia,  Union  Oil 
Center,  Los  An¬ 
geles,  Calif.,  90017. 

Field,  Roberts  County,  Tex.)  (R.R. 
District  No.  10). 

' 

RI66-54 _ 

Western  Oil  Fields, 

3 

Transwestern  Pipeline  Co.  (Parsell 
Field.  Roberts  County,  Tex.)  (R.R. 

77,100 

7-23-65 

*9-1-65 

2-1-66 

•17.0 

•  •  19. 5 

Inc.  (Operator),  et 

al.,  1220  Denver 

District  No.  10). 

Club  Bldg.,  Denver, 
Colo.,  80202. 

RI66-55 _ 

Falcon  Seaboard 

Transwestern  Pipeline  Co.  (Kiowa 
Creek  Field,  Lipscomb  County, 

10,276 

7-26-65 

*9-1-65 

2-1-66 

•17.0 

*••19.5 

Drilling  Co. 
(Operator),  et.  el., 
1012  First  City  Na¬ 
tional  Bank  Bldg., 
Houston  2,  Tex. 

1 

1 

Tex.)  (R.R.  District  No.  10). 

I 

1,834 

7-26-66 

*9-1-65 

2-1-66 

•17.0 

» « ‘  19. 5 

Drilling  Co. 

RI66-56..  . 

(Operator),  et  al. 
Sinclair  Oil  &  Gas 

2 

Transwestern  Pipeline  Co.  (East  Wil- 

1,327 

8-3-66 

T 9-3-65 

2-3-66 

•  17.0 

•  *  ‘  19. 5 

Co.  (Operator), 
et  al.,  Post  Office 

co  Field,  Hansford  County,  Tex.) 
(R.R.  District  No.  10). 

Box  521,  Tulsa, 
Okla.  74102. 

1 

R106-57... 

Sinclair  Oil  &  Gas  Co. 

257 

Transwestern  Pipeline  Co.  (North- 

1,833 

8-3-65 

*9-3-65 

2-3-66 

‘17.0 

*  *  *  19.  5 

■ 

■ 

west  Morse  Field,  Hansford  County, 
Tex.)  (R.R.  District  No.  10). 

' 

by  Respondent.  •  Subject  to  upward  and  downward  B.t.u.  adjustment. 

r  The  stated  effective  date  is  the  first  day  after  expiration  of  the  required  statu  tor/ 
notice. 


*  The  stated  effective  date  is  the  effective  date  requested 

*  Periodic  rate  increase. 

*  Pressure  base  is  14.65  p.s.i.a. 

*  Subject  to  a  downward  B.t.u.  adjustment. 

Sinclair  Oil  &  Gas  Co.  and  Sinclair  Oil  & 
Gas  Co.  (Operator) ,  et  al.  (both  referred  to 
herein  as  Sinclair),  request  that  their  pro¬ 
posed  rate  increases  be  permitted  to  become 
effective  as  of  September  1,  1965.  Good 
cause  has  not  been  shown  for  waiving  the 
30-day  notice  requirement  provided  in  sec¬ 
tion  4(d)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  to  permit 

'Does  not  consolidate  for  hearing  or  dis¬ 
pose  of  the  several  matters  herein. 
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an  earlier  effective  date  for  Sinclair’s  rate 
filings  and  such  requests  are  denied. 

All  of  the  proposed  increased  rates  and 
charges  exceed  the  applicable  area  price  level 
for  increased  rates  as  set  forth  in  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Statement  of  General  Policy  No. 
61-1,  as  amended  (18  CFR,  Ch.  I,  Pt.  2, 
S  2.56). 

[PR.  Doc.  65-9364;  Piled,  Sept.  3,  1965; 
8:45  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  CP66-58 ] 

EL  PASO  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 
Notice  of  Application 

August  30, 1965. 

Take  notice  that  on  August  23,  1965, 
El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.  (Applicant), 
Post  Office  Box  1492,  El  Paso,  Tex., 
79999,  filed  In  Docket  No.  CP66-58  an 


Saturday,  September  4,  1965 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 
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application  pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  author¬ 
izing  the  conversion  of  a  mainline  tap 
utilized  for  the  sale  and  delivery  of 
natural  gas  to  Tucson  Gas  &  Electric 
Co.  (Tucson  Gas)  to  a  measuring  and 
regulating  station  and  the  construc¬ 
tion  and  operation  of  certain  loop  pipe¬ 
line  and  related  facilities  to  augment 
certain  existing  facilities  utilized  for 
the  transportation  and  sale  of  natural 
gas  to  Southern  Union  Gas  Co.  (South¬ 
ern  Union),  all  as  more  fully  set  forth 
in  the  application  on  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  open  to  public  inspection. 

Applicant  states  that  it  has  hereto¬ 
fore  constructed  and  placed  in  opera¬ 
tion  a  mainline  tap  located  on  its  10%- 
inch  O.D.  Tucson-Phoenix  pipeline  for 
the  purpose  of  selling  and  delivering 
natural  gas  to  Tucson  Gas  for  resale 
and  distribution  to  a  few  consumers 
situated  in  the  Avra  Valley  farming 
area  of  Pima  County,  Ariz.  Applicant 
further  states  that  at  the  present  time 
there  are  129  consumers  being  served 
by  Tucson  Gas  with  natural  gas  pro¬ 
vided  by  Applicant  through  the  afore¬ 
mentioned  tap  with  estimated  aggregate 
annual  and  maximum  daily  require¬ 
ments  during  the  calendar  year  1966  of 
104,708  Mcf  and  586  Mcf,  respectively. 
In  order  to  provide  for  more  efficient 
control  by  Applicant  over  the  increased 
requirements  of  Tucson  Gas,  Applicant 
proposes  to  convert  the  foregoing  main¬ 
line  tap  to  a  measuring  and  regulating 
station. 

Applicant  has  heretofore  initiated 
natural  gas  service  to  Southern  Union 
for  resale  in  the  areas  of  Farwell,  Tex., 
and  Clovis,  N.  Mex.  The  facilities 
utilized  by  Applicant  for  the  foregoing 
service  are  stated  to  consist,  in  part,  of 
an  8% -inch  O.D.  pipeline,  approxi¬ 
mately  43.7  miles  in  length,  extending 
from  its  Dimit  Station  in  a  westerly  di¬ 
rection  to  a  point  near  the  town  of  Par- 
well,  Tex.  (Clovis-Farwell  Lateral.) 
The  application  states  that  the  normal 
growth  requirements  of  Southern  Union 
have  increased  to  the  extent  that  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  present  facilities  are  inade¬ 
quate  to  meet  such  increased  require¬ 
ments  of  Southern  Union.  Applicant 
proposes  to  augment  its  existing  facili¬ 
ties  by  the  construction  and  operation 
of  approximately  24.9  miles  of  8%-inch 
O.D.  pipeline  looping  the  Clovis-Farwell 
Lateral,  and  related  metering  and  reg¬ 
ulating  station  modifications,  which  will 
provide  the  necessary  capacity  to  meet 
the  increased  requirements  of  Southern 
Union. 

Total  estimated  cost  of  Applicant’s 
proposed  construction  is  $494,700,  and 
will  be  financed  from  currently  avail¬ 
able  working  funds. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  20426,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(157.10)  on  or  before  September  27, 
1965.  „ 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  In  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
No.  172 - 3 


Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission 
on  this  application  if  no  protest  or  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  is  filed  within  the  time 
required  herein,  and  the  Commission 
on  its  own  review  of  the  matter  finds 
that  a  grant  of  the  certificate  is  required 
by  the  public  convenience  and  neces¬ 
sity.  If  a  protest  or  petition  for  leave 
to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if  the 
Commission  on  its  own  motion  believes 
that  a  formal  hearing,  is  required,  fur¬ 
ther  notice  of  such  hearing  will  be  duly 
given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

J.  H.  Gutride, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-9358;  Filed,  Sept,  3,  1965; 

8:46  a.m.] 

[Docket  No.  G-4160,  etc.] 

GULF  OIL  CORP.  ET  AL. 

Findings  and  Order  After  Statutory 
Hearing 

August  27,  1965. 

Gulf  Oil  Corp.  (Operator) ,  et  al.,  Dock¬ 
et  No.  G-4160;  Gulf  Oil  Corp.  (Operator) , 
et  al.,  Docket  No.  CI65-1364;  Gulf  Oil 
Corp.  (Operator),  et  al..  Docket  No. 
RI64-772 ;  Area  Rate  Proceeding,  Docket 
No.  AR61-1,  et  al.;  findings  and  order 
after  statutory  hearing  permitting  and 
approving  abandonment  of  service, 
amending  order  issuing  certificate,  sever¬ 
ing  and  terminating  proceeding,  and  ac¬ 
cepting  supplement  to  FPC  gas  rate 
schedule  for  filing. 

On  June  25,  1965,  Gulf  Oil  Corp.  (Op¬ 
erator)  ,  et  al.  (Applicant)  filed  in  Docket 
No.  CI65-1364  an  application  pursuant 
to  section  7(b)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
for  permission  and  approval  to.  abandon 
the  sale  of  natural  gas  to  Northern 
Natural  Gas  Co.  from  the  R.  H.  Cummins 
Lease,  Homann  Gas  Field,  Gaines 
County,  Tex.,  due  to  uneconomical  op¬ 
eration,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in 
the  application. 

The  subject  sale  was  authorized  in 
Docket  No.  G-4160  and  made  pursuant  to 
Applicant’s  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No. 
111.  Applicant  has  filed  a  notice  of 
cancellation  of  said  rate  schedule. 

The  presently  effective  rate  under  the 
related  rate  schedule  is  in  effect  subject 
to  refund  in  Docket  No.  RI64-772.  The 
total  amount  collected  subject  to  refund 
for  the  year  beginning  June  15,  1964,  the 
date  on  which  the  increased  rate  was 
made  effective,  was  $148.76.  Applicant 
requests  that  the  proceeding  be  termi¬ 
nated  due  to  the  de  minimis  amount 
collected,  Und  it  appears  appropriate  to 
do  so.  By  the  Order  to  Show  Cause 
issued  August  5,  1965,  in  Docket  No. 
AR61-1,  et  al..  Docket  No.  RI64-772  was 
consolidated  with  said  proceeding  for 
the  purpose  of  making  the  rates  deter¬ 
mined  therein  and  set  forth  in  Opinion 
No.  468,  34  FPC _ ,  applicable  to 


Applicant’s  sale.  Docket  No.  RI64-772 
will  be  severed  from  said  proceeding.  m 
After  due  notice  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene,  notice  of  intervention  or  protest  to 
the  granting  of  the  application  has  been 
received. 

At  a  hearing  held  on  August  25,  1965, 
the  Commission  on  its  own  motion  re¬ 
ceived  and  made  a  part  of  the  record  in 
this  proceeding  all  evidence,  including 
the  application,  submitted  in  support  of 
the  authorization  sought  herein,  and 
upon  consideration  of  the  record. 

The  Commission  finds: 

(1)  Applicant,  Gulf  Oil  Corp.  (Opera¬ 
tor),  et  al.,  is  engaged  in  the  sale  of 
natural  gas  in  interstate  commerce  for 
resale  for  ultimate  public  consumption, 
subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  and  is,  therefore,  a  “natural- 
gas  company”  within  the  meaning  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act. 

(2)  The  sale  of  natural  gas  proposed 
to  be  abandoned  by  Applicant  as  herein¬ 
before  described,  all  as  more  fully  de¬ 
scribed  in  the  application  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding,  is  subject  “to  the  requirements 
of  subsection  (b)  of  section  7  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act. 

(3)  The  abandonment  hereinbefore 
described  is  permitted  by  the  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  and  should  be 
approved  as  hereinafter  ordered. 

(4)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate  in 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  and  the  public  convenience  and 
necessity  require  that  the  order  issuing 
a  certificate  to  Applicant  in  Docket  No. 
G-4160  should  be  amended  by  deleting 
therefrom  authorization  to  make  the  sale 
proposed  to  be  abandoned. 

(5)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate  in 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  that  the  proceeding  pending  in 
Docket  No.  RI64-772  should  be  severed 
from  the  proceeding  pending  in  Docket 
No.  AR61-1,  et  al.,  and  terminated  and 
that  Applicant  should  be  relieved  of  any 
refund  obligation  therein. 

The  Commission  orders : 

(A)  Permission  for  and  approval  of 
the  abandonment  of  the  sale  of  natural 
gas  by  Applicant,  as  hereinbefore  de¬ 
scribed  and  as  more  fully  described  in 
the  application  in  this  proceeding,  is 
granted. 

(B)  The  order  issuing  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  to  Ap¬ 
plicant  in  Docket  No.  G-4160  is  amended 
by  deleting  therefrom  authorization  to 
make  the  sale  of  natural  gas  permitted 
to  be  abandoned  in  paragraph  (A)  above, 
and  in  all  other  respects  said  order  shall 
remain  in  full  force  and  effect. 

(C)  The  Notice  of  Cancellation  dated 
June  23,  1965,  is  accepted  for  filing  to  be 
effective  on  the  date  of  this  order  and  is 
designated  as  Supplement  No.  6  to  Gulf 
Oil  Corp.  (Operator),  et  al.,  FPC  Gas 
Rate  Schedule  No.  111. 

(D)  The  proceeding  pending  in  Docket 
No.  RI  64-772  is  severed  from  the  pro¬ 
ceeding  pending  in  Docket  No.  AR61-1, 
et  al.,  and  terminated,  and  Applicant  is 
relieved  of  any  refund  obligation  therein. 

By  the  Commission. 

(seal]  J.  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

|  F.R.  Doc.  65-9359;  Filed,  Sept.  8,  1965; 
8:46  a.m.] 
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[Docket  No.  CP66-57] 

KANSAS-NEBRASKA  NATURAL  GAS 
CO.,  INC. 

Notice  of  Application 

August  27,  1965. 

Take  notice  that  on  August  23,  1965, 
Kansas-Nebraska  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Inc. 
(Applicant),  Hastings,  Nebr.,  68901,  filed 
in  Docket  No.  CP66-57  an  application 
pursuant  to  section  7(b)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  for  permission  and  approval  to 
abandon  certain  natural  gas  facilities, 
all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the  applica¬ 
tion  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
open  to  public  inspection. 

Specifically,  Applicant  seeks  permis¬ 
sion  and  approval  to  abandon  six  small 
compressor  units  totaling  1,710  horse¬ 
power  at  its  Casper,  Wyoming  Com¬ 
pressor  Station. 

The  application  states  that  Applicant 
acquired  ownership  of  the  six  units  by 
merger  with  th6  North  Central  Gas  Co. 
(Docket  No.  CP63-89,  Dec.  20,  1962). 
The  application  further  states  that  Ap¬ 
plicant  has  subsequently  installed  three 
1,000  horsepower  compressor  units  (Doc¬ 
ket  Nos.  CP63-265  and  CP64-315,  July  2, 
1963,  and  November  17,  1964,  respec¬ 
tively)  with  plans  to  operate  station  dis¬ 
charge  in  excess  of  800  p-si.g.  The  six 
small  units  are  stated  by  Applicant  to 
have  a  maximum  discharge  limitation 
of  400  psig  and  therefore  cannot  be 
utilized  at  the  higher  operating  pressures. 

Applicant  further  states  that  because 
the  six  small  units  have  not  been  con¬ 
sidered  as  available  horsepower  for  sys¬ 
tem  operations  and  due  to  the  stated 
lmpracticality  of  recylindering  the  units, 
it  would  be  more  efficient  and  economical 
to  remove  and  salvage  the  units,  thereby 
enabling  utilization  of  the  buildings  and 
space  for  necessary  parts  and  material 
storage. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.,  20426,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(157.10)  on  or  before  September  24, 1965. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and 
the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  with¬ 
out  further  notice  before  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  this  application  if  no  protest 
or  petition  to  intervene  is  filed  within 
the  time  required  herein,  and  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  its  own  review  of  the  matter 
finds  that  permission  and  approval  for 
the  proposed  abandonment  are  required 
by  the  public  convenience  and  necessity. 
If  a  protest  or  petition  for  leave  to  in- 
.  tervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  its  own  motion  believes  that 
a  formal  hearing  is  required,  further 
notice  of  such  hearing  will  be  duly 
given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 


unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

J.  H.  Outbids, 
Secretary. 

[PR.  Doe.  66-9360;  Filed,  Sept.  3.  1966; 
8:46  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  DA-47 6-Colorado  ] 

GEM  VALLEY,  INC. 

Lands  Withdrawn  in  Power  Site 
Reserve  No.  92 

•  August  30, 1965. 
Application  (Colorado  0124681)  was 
filed  by  Gem  Valley,  Inc.  (Applicant), 
through  the  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  Department  of  the  Interior,  for  a 
determination  under  section  24  of  the 
Federal  Power  Act  for  the  purpose  of 
restoring  the  following  described  lands 
of  the  United  States  withdrawn  for 
power  purposes: 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian,  Colorado 

T.  9  S.,  R.  80  W., 

Sec.  15,NW»4SW%. 

Comprising  approximately  40  acres. 

Applicant  seeks  to  acquire  the  lands 
for  the  development  of  recreational  fa¬ 
cilities  in  connection  with  fishing,  horse¬ 
back  riding,  etc.,  as  a  part  of  its  moun¬ 
tain  site  subdivision. 

The  lands  which  are  located  close  to 
the  left  bank  of  the  East  Fork  of  the 
Arkansas  River  its  headwaters  just  east 
of  the  Continental  Divide  and  some  two 
miles  northwest  of  the  town  of  Lead- 
ville,  Colo.,  are  withdrawn  in  Power 
Site  Reserve  No.  92  approved  July  2, 
1910. 

According  to  the  U.S.  Geological  Sur¬ 
vey,  a  dam  with  a  height  above  normal 
water  surface  of  75  feet  and  with  an 
approximate  crest  length  of  1,400  feet 
could  be  constructed  in  the  NWVi,  sec. 
21,  of  the  above  township  and  range. 
Such  a  dam  would  create  a  reservoir  of 
350  acres  with  a  total  capacity  of  9,475 
acre-feet  which  would  utilize  the  sub¬ 
ject  lands  for  flowage.  Assuming  com¬ 
plete  regulation  of  water  flow,  the  po¬ 
tential  at  this  site  is  516  kw.  However, 
only  a  small  part  of  the  annual  flow 
could  be  stored,  thus  making  the  water¬ 
power  potential  of  the  site  very  small. 
Moreover,  the  Royal  Gorge  Line  of  the 
Denver  and  Rio  Grande  Western  Rail¬ 
road  runs  the  length  of  the  proposed 
reservoir  and  two  miles  of  track  would 
have  to  be  relocated  at  considerable  cost 
should  the  proposed  dam  be  constructed. 
The  cost  of  such  relocation,  the  small 
waterpower  potential  of  the  site  and  the 
size  of  the  dam  required  make  the  cost 
of  construction  of  a  plant  in  the  range 
of  500  kw  prohibitive,  even  as  a  part  of 
a  multiple  purpose  project.  In  addition 
to  these  factors,  the  Bureau  of  Reclama¬ 
tion  is  presently  constructing  the  Frying 
Pan-Arkansas  Project,  which  will  divert 
water  from  the  Frying  Pan  River  on  the 
western  slope  of  the  Rocky  Mountains 
under  the  Continental  Divide  to  the  Ar¬ 
kansas  River  Basin,  including  a  diversion 
into  the  Arkansas  River  near  the  town 
of  Leadville  and  west  of  the  subject 


lands.  This  project,  which  will  not  af¬ 
fect  the  subject  lands,  will  make  devel¬ 
opment  of  the  area  embracing  the  sub¬ 
ject  lands  even  more  economically  in¬ 
feasible.  In  such  circumstances,  devel¬ 
opment  of  the  subject  lands  for  power 
purposes  appears  so  remote  and  unlikely 
as  to  render  their  power  value  as  negli¬ 
gible,  and  their  retention  in  power  with¬ 
drawal  status  serves  no  useful  purpose. 

The  Commission  finds:  The  develop¬ 
ment  of  the  subject  lands  seems  so  un¬ 
likely  as  to  make  their  value  negligible 
for  power  development,  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion  has  no  objection  to  revocation  or 
cancellation  by  the  Secretary  of  the  In¬ 
terior  of  their  withdrawal  in  Power  Site 
Reserve  No.  92  insofar  as  it  pertains  to 
the  subject  lands. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  J.  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[PR.  Doc.  65-9361;  Filed,  Sept.  3,  1965; 

8:46  am.) 


[Docket  No.  CP 66-255] 

PANHANDLE  EASTERN  PIPE  LINE  CO. 

Notice  of  Petition  To  Amend 

August  27,  1965. 

Take  notice  that  on  August  20,  1965, 
Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Co.  (Peti¬ 
tioner),  Post  Office  Box  1348,  Kansas 
City.  Mo.,  64141,  filed  in  Docket  No. 
CP65-255  a  petition  to  amend  the  order 
of  the  Commission  issued  in  said  docket 
June  28,  1965,  which  order  authorized  an 
expansion  program  which  would  increase 
Petitioner’s  peak  day  capacity  by  ap¬ 
proximately  235,000  Mcf  per  day  and 
enable  it  to  provide  increased  volumes 
of  natural  gas  to  its  existing  customers 
for  the  1965-66  winter  season,  as  more 
fully  set  forth  in  the  petition  to  amend 
which  is  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  open  to  public  inspection. 

By  the  instant  filing.  Petitioner  seeks 
amendment  of  said  order  by  requesting 
authorization  to  provide  for  increased 
contract  quantities  to  Missouri  Power  & 
Light  Co.,  City  of  Morton,  Ill.,  Village 
of  Westville,  Ill.,  Bowling  Green  Gas  Co., 
The  Gas  Service  Co.,  and  Michigan  Gas 
Utilities  Co.,  and  to  provide  additional 
gas  service  to  the  Toledo  Edison  Co.  Pe¬ 
titioner  states  that  the  proposed  peak 
day  increased  contract  demand  for  the 
customers  listed  above  will  aggregate  500 
Mcf. 

In  order  to  provide  service  to  the  To¬ 
ledo  Edison  Co.,  together  with  require¬ 
ments  that  are  anticipated  in  the  im¬ 
mediate  future,  Petitioner  proposes  to 
substitute  8-inch  pipe  in  the  6.1  miles 
of  Defiance,  Ohio,  lateral  rather  than  the 
6-inch  pipe  as  originally  proposed  and 
authorized. 

Petitioner  states  that  the  additional 
volumes  proposed  to  be  delivered  to  The 
Gas  Service  Co.,  would  require  the  con¬ 
struction  of  an  additional  delivery  point 
in  Marion  County,  Mo.  Also  proposed 
is  the  addition  of  five  miles  of  new  6- 
inch  lateral  line  to  Fortville,  Ind.,  to 
effect  a  change  in  the  sales  distribution 
location  from  that  originally  anticipated 
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and  thereby  provide  service  to  the  Green¬ 
field  Gas  Co. 

The  total  estimated  increase  in  con¬ 
struction  costs,  as  proposed  for  the  fa¬ 
cilities  described  above,  is  $210,000. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  20426,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(157.10)  on  or  before  September  23, 
1965. 

J.  H.  Gutride, 
Secretary. 

[PR.  Doc.  65-9362;  Piled,  Sept.  3,  1965; 

8:46  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  CP65-207] 

UNITED  FUEL  GAS  CO. 

4 

Notice  of  Petition  To  Amend 

August  30, 1965. 

Take  notice  that  on  August  23,  1965, 
United  Fuel  Gas  Co.  (Petitioner),  1033 
Quarrier  Street,  Charleston,  W.  Va.,  filed 
in  Docket  No.  CP65-207  a  petition  to 
amend  the  order  of  the  Commission  is¬ 
sued  in  said  docket  on  March  8, 1965, 
which  order  authorized  Petitioner  to  sell 
natural  gas  to  Columbia  Gas  of  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Inc.  (Columbia) ,  an  affiliated 
wholesale  customer  of  Applicant,  for  re¬ 
sale  to  The  International  Nickel  Co., 
Inc.  (International  Nickel)  for  use  in  a 
new  plant  being  constructed  at  Bur- 
naugh,  Boyd  County,  Ky.  Also  author¬ 
ized  was  the  construction  and  operation 
of  a  measuring  and  regulating  facility  on 
Applicant’s  10-inch  transmission  line  in 
Boyd  County,  Ky.,  at  an  estimated  cost 
of  $7,900,  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the 
petition  to  amend  which  is  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  open  to  public  in¬ 
spection. 

By  the  instant  filing,  Petitioner  seeks 
amendment  of  said  order  by  requesting 
that  authorization  for  construction  of 
the  measuring  and  regulating  facility  in 
Boyd  County  be  deleted  therefrom  as  not 
presently  needed. 

Petitioner  states  that  with  the  finaliza¬ 
tion  of  Columbia’s  construction  pro¬ 
gram  to  connect  its  lateral  pipeline  to 
Petitioner’s  existing  10-inch  transmis¬ 
sion  line,  an  agreement  was  consum¬ 
mated  between  Columbia  and  Interna¬ 
tional  Nickel,  whereby  the  latter  pro¬ 
vided  a  site  on  its  premises  for  a  meas¬ 
uring  and  regulating  facility  to  meter 
the  gas  from  Columbia  to  International 
Nickel.  Pursuant  to  this  agreement  Pe¬ 
titioner  states  that  it  would  be  inexpedi¬ 
ent  and  contrary  to  the  public  interest 
to  construct  a  duplicate  measuring  and 
regulating  facility  approximately  2,400 
feet  from  the  facility  of  Columbia. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.,  20426,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(157.10)  on  or  before  September  24, 
1965. 

J.  H.  Gutride, 
Secretary. 

[PH.  Doc.  65-9363;  Piled,  Sept.  3,  1965; 

8:47  am.] 


[0-20464  etc.] 

TRANSWESTERN  PIPELINE  CO.  ET  AL. 
Notice  Providing  for  Further  Hearing 

August  31, 1965. 

Transwestem  Pipeline  Co.,  G-20464, 
CP60-49,  CP60-50,  CP61-63,  CP61-168, 
CP61-243,  CP62-160 ;  Colorado  Interstate 
Gas  Co.,  CP63-344  (Phase  Two) ;  Trans¬ 
western  Pipeline  Co.,  CP64-104;  Arkan¬ 
sas  Louisiana  Gas  Co.,  CP 64-125,  CP62- 
219;  Cities  Service  Gas  Co.,  CP64-131 ; 
Marathon  Oil  Co.  (Plymouth) ,  CI61-169 ; 
Cree  Drilling  Co.,  Inc.,  CI61-193;  Conti¬ 
nental  Oil  Co.,  CI61-375;  Pan  American 
Petroleum  Corp.,  CI61-438;  Union  Oil 
Company  of  California,  CI61-715;  Petro- 
Associates,  Inc.  (Op.  et  a!.),  CI61-936; 
Schafer  Oil  Corp.  (now  H  &  Y  Oil  Co.), 
CI61-1774 ;  Phillips  Petroleum  Co.,  G- 
18201 ;  A.  G.  Hill,  CI61-497. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  by  Opinion 
No.  472  and  Order  modifying  and  adopt¬ 
ing  the  initial  decision  of  the  presiding 
examiner  and  providing  for  further 
hearing,  the  Commission  issued  on  Au¬ 
gust  31,  1965,  certificates  of  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  and  authoriza¬ 
tion  to  abandon  facilities  in  some  of  the 
above-designated  proceedings  as  more 
fully  disclosed  in  said  opinion  and  order. 

The  Commission  denied  the  applica¬ 
tions  of  Arkansas'  Louisiana  Gas  Co. 
(Ark-La)  in  Docket  Nos.  CP62-219  and 
CP64-125,  without  prejudice,  however, 
to  applicant’s  presentation  of  further 
evidence  to  show  a  gas  supply  adequate 
to  meet  its  present  overall  Ark-La-Tex 
system  market  requirements  in  addition 
to  the  requirements  of  the  proposed  sale 
to  Cities  Service  Gas  Co.  (Cities) . 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  conferred 
upon  the  Federal  Power  Commission  by 
the  Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  sec¬ 
tions  7  and  15  thereof,  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure,  and  the 
regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  CFR  Ch.  I),  a  supplemental  hearing 
shall  be  held  in  this  proceeding  at  which 
Ark-La  shall  \y.  afforded  opportunity  to 
show  that  its  gas  supply  is  adequate  in 
reserves  and  deliverability,  to  meet  the 
requirements  of  its  Ark-La-Tex  custom¬ 
ers  in  addition  to  the  Cities  sale,  and  to 
consider  any  other  proposal  designed  to 
meet  Cities’  need  for  additional  gas  serv¬ 
ice,  as  prescribed  by  the  following; 

(1)  Notices  or  petitions  to  intervene 
in  the  Ark-La  application  to  serve  Cities 
Service  may  be  filed  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  Washington,  D.C., 
20426  in  accordance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure  on 
or  before  September  24,  1965. 

(2)  Applications  to  be  consolidated  in 
the  remanded  proceeding  must  be  filed 
with  the  Federal  Power  Commission  chi 
or  before  October  11,  1965;  and  notices 
or  petitions  to  intervene  in  such  appli¬ 
cations  may  be  filed  with  the  Commission 
on  or  before  October  21,  1965. 

(3)  Presiding  Examiner  Max  L.  Kane, 
or  any  other  officer  or  officers  of  the 
Commission  designated  by  the  Chief 
Examiner  for  that  purpose  (see  delega¬ 
tion  of  authority,  27  FR.  4276,  etc.) 
shall  establish  the  procedures  to  be  fol¬ 


lowed  in  the  remanded  proceeding,  in¬ 
cluding  the  setting  of  dates  for  a  pre- 
hearing  conference  or  hearing  as  early 
as  may  be  appropriate  after  October  11, 
1965. 

J.  H.  Gutride, 
Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  65-9378;  Filed,  Sept.  3,  1965; 
8:48  a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 
CHIEF,  BRANCH  OF  LANDS,  ET  AL. 

Redelegation  of  Authority  by  Land 
Office  Manager 

August  27,  1965. 

1.  Pursuant  to  section  2.1,  Bureau  Or¬ 
der  No.  701  of  July  23, 1964,  as  amended, 
the  following  authority  is  hereby  dele¬ 
gated  to  the  Branch  and  Section  Chiefs 
of  the  Division  of  Lands  and  Minerals 
Program  Management  and  Land  Office, 
to  become  effective  immediately  upon 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 

(a)  Chief,  Branch  of  Lands,  and 
Chief,  Lands  Adjudication  Section,  au¬ 
thority  to  take  action  for  the  Manager 
in  matters  listed  in  sections  2.5(b)  (c) 
and  2.9  of  Part  11  of  Bureau  Order  No. 
701  supra. 

(b)  Chief,  Branch  of  Minerals,  and 
Chief,  Minerals  Adjudication  Section, 
authority  to  take  action  for  the  Manager 
in  matters  listed  in  section  2.6  of  Part  11 
of  Bureau  Order  No.  701  supra. 

(c)  Chief,  Branch  of  Title  and  Rec¬ 
ords,  authority  to  take  action  for  the 
Manager  in  matters  listed  in  section*  2.2 
(c),  2.2(k),  2.3(c),  and  2.4(a)  (4). 

2.  The  authority  delegated  in  para¬ 
graph  1  above  may  not  be  redelegated. 

3.  This  Redelegation  of  Authority  re¬ 
vokes  and  supersedes  the  redelegations  of 
October  14,  1961  (26  F.R.  9734),  and 
March  16,  1962  (27  F.R.  2536) . 

R.  E.  McCarthy, 
Acting  Manager. 

Approved: 

Neal  D.  Nelson, 

State  Director,  Calif. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-9373;  Filed,  Sept.  3,  1965; 

8:48  am.] 


CHIEF,  BRANCH  OF  LANDS  AND 
MINERALS  ADJUDICATION 

Redelegation  of  Authority  by  Dis¬ 
trict  and  Land  Office  Manager 

August  27, 1965. 

Pursuant  to  authority  contained  in 
Bureau  Order  No.  701,  as  amended,  au¬ 
thority  is  hereby  redelegated  to  the  Chief, 
Branch  of  Lands  and  Minerals  Adjudi¬ 
cation,  to  take  action  for  the  Manager  in 
all  matters  listed  in  sections  2.6  and  2.9 
of  Part  n  thereof,  to  become  effective 
immediately  upon  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register.  The  authority  dele¬ 
gated  herein  may  not  be  redelegated. 
This  Redelegation  of  Authority  revokes 
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and  supersedes  the  redelegation  of  Sep¬ 
tember  9,  1956  (23  P.R.  7410). 

Hall  H.  McClain, 
Manager. 

Approved: 

Neal  D.  Nelson, 

California  State  Director. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-9374;  Filed,  Sept.  3,  1965; 
8:48  a.m.] 


[Arizona  035160] 

ARIZONA 


business  on  September  17,  1965.  The 
business  and  necessary  archives  and 
records  of  this  office  shall  be  transferred 
to  and  consolidated  with  the  Oregon 
Land  Office,  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  Portland,  Oreg. 

2.  Beginning  at  10  a.m.,  September  20, 
1965,  applications  and  other  filings  for 
public  lands  in  the  State  of  Washington 
shall  be  made  at  the  Oregon  Land  Office, 
710  Northeast  Holladay,  Portland,  Oreg., 
97232. 

J.P.  Bevine, 
Acting  Director. 


Notice  of  Proposed  Withdrawal  and 
Reservation  of  Lands 

The  Bureau  of  Land  Management.  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Interior,  has  filed  an  ap¬ 
plication,  serial  number  Arizona  035160 
for  the  withdrawal  of  the  lands  described 
below,  from  all  forms  of  location,  sale, 
or  entry  under  the  mineral  and  non¬ 
mineral  public  land  laws,  except  the 
mineral  leasing  laws,  subject  to  valid 
existing  rights. 

The  Bureau  of  Land  Management  de¬ 
sires  these  lands  to  develop  and  manage 
for  public  recreation  use  and  wildlife 
habitat.  Grazing  and  wildlife  habitat 
will  continue  to  be  administered  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  existing  procedures  until 
such  time  as  the  lands  are  actually 
needed  for  development. 

For  a  period  of  30  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice,  all  persons 
who  wish  to  submit  comments,  sugges¬ 
tions,  or  objections  in  connection  with 
the  proposed  withdrawal,  may  present 
their  views  in  writing  to  the  undersigned 
officer  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  Department  of  the  Interior,  3022 
Federal  Building,  Phoenix,  Ariz.,  85025. 

If  circumstances  warrant  it,  a  public 
hearing  will  be  held  at  a  convenient  time 
and  place,  which  will  be  announced. 

The  determination  of -the  Secretary  on 
the  application  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register.  A  separate  notice 
will  be  sent  to  each  interested  party  of 
record. 

The  lands  involved  in  the  application 
are: 

Gila  and  Salt  River  Meridian,  Ariz. 
T.2N..R.  18  W„ 

Sec.  2,  lots  3  and  4,  8%NW%,  and  SW*4; 
Sec.  3,  lots  1  to  4,  Inclusive,  S%N%,  and 
SV4; 

Sec.  4,  lots  1  to  4,  Inclusive,  SyfcN^,  and 
Stt; 

Sec.  9; 

Sec.  10; 

Sec.  11,  W%; 

Sec.  14,NW%; 

Sec.  15,  N&. 

The  area  described  aggregates  ap¬ 
proximately  3,684.39  acres. 

Dated:  August  30,  1965. 

Fred  J.  Weiler, 
State  Director. 

[FJct.  Doc.  65-9382;  Filed.  Sept.  3.  1965; 
■*  8:48  a.m.] 


SPOKANE  LAND  OFFICE 


August  30,  1965. 

[PA  Doc.  65-9383;  Filed,  Sept.  3,  1965; 
8:48  a.m.] 


National  Park  Service 

[Order  No.  1] 

ADMINISTRATIVE  ASSISTANT,  FIRE 
ISLAND  NATIONAL  SEASHORE,  N.Y. 

Delegation  of  Authority  Regarding 
Execution  of  Contracts  and  Pur¬ 
chase  Orders  for  Supplies,  Equip¬ 
ment,  or  Services 

1.  Administrative  Assistant.  The  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Assistant,  Fire  Island  Na¬ 
tional  Seashore  may  execute  and  approve 
contracts  not  in  excess  of  $25,000.00  for 
supplies,  equipment  or  services  in  con¬ 
formity  with  applicable  regulations  and 
statutory  authority  and  subject  to  the 
availability  of  appropriations. 

‘  (National  Park  Service  Order  14  (19  FJt. 
8824) ,  as  amended;  39  Stat.  535,  16,  UJ3.C., 
sec.  2;  Northeast  Region  Order  4  (29  PA. 
13405) ) 

Dated:  August  11, 1965. 

Henry  G.  Schmidt, 
Superintendent, 

Fire  Island  National  Seashore. 
[F.R.  Doc.  66-0379;  Filed,  Sept.  3,  1966; 
8:48  am.] 

Office  of  the  Secretary 
DIRECTOR,  BUREAU  OF  MINES 

Delegation  of  Authority  Regarding 
Fire  Control,  Appalachia 

The  following  material  is  a  portion  of 
the  Departmental  Manual  and  the  num¬ 
bering  system  is  that  of  the  Manual. 

Part  215 — Bureau  of  Mines 

CHAPTER  5 - MINE  FIRE  CONTROL, 

REGULATION 

215.5.1  Delegation  of  authority.  Ex¬ 
cept  as  provided  in  200  DM  1  the  Direc¬ 
tor,  Bureau  of  Mines,  is  authorized  to 
exercise  the  authority  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  under  sec.  205(a)  (2)  of 
the  Appalachian  Regional  Development 
Act  of  1965  (P i.  89-4,  79  Stat.  5)  to  plan 
and  execute  projects  for  extinguishing 
underground  and  outcrop  fires  in  the  Ap¬ 
palachian  region  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Act  of  August  31,  1954 
(30  U.S.C.  551-558),  and  regulations  is¬ 
sued  by  the  Secretary. 


Notice  of  Closing 

1.  Notice  1s  hereby  given  that  the 
Spokane  Land  Office,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  Spokane,  Wash.,  is  hereby 
discontinued,  effective  at  the  close  of 


Stewart  L.  Udall, 
Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

August  31,  1965. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-9375;  Filed,  8ept.  3,  1966; 
8:48  a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

NORTH  CAROLINA,  SOUTH  CARO¬ 
LINA,  AND  SOUTH  DAKOTA 

Designation  of  Areas  for  Emergency 
Loans 

For  the  purpose  of  making  emergency 
loans  pursuant  to  section  321  of  the 
Consolidated  Farmers  Home  Administra¬ 
tion  Act  of  1961  (7  U.S.C.  1961),  it  has 
been  determined  that  in  the  hereinafter- 
named  counties  in  the  States  of  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina  and  South  Da¬ 
kota  natural  disasters  have  caused  a 
need  for  agricultural  credit  not  readily 
available  from  commercial  banks,  co¬ 
operative  lending  agencies,  or  other  re¬ 
sponsible  sources. 

North  Carolina 

Harnett.  Rockingham. 

Jones.  Stokes. 

Onslow. 

South  Carolina 

Beaufort.  Saluda. 

Charleston.  Spartanburg. 

Marlon. 

South  Dakota 

Jerauld. 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  set  forth 
above,  emergency  loans  will  not  be  made 
in  the  above-named  South  Dakota 
county  after  December  31,  1966,  or  in 
the  above-named  North  Carolina  and 
South  Carolina  counties  after  June  30, 
1966,  except  to  applicants  who  previous¬ 
ly  received  emergency  or  special  live¬ 
stock  loan  assistance  and  who  can  qualify 
under  established  policies  and  proce¬ 
dures. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  31st 
day  of  August  1965. 

Orville  L.  Freeman, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-9394;  Filed,  Sept.  3,  1965; 
8:49  am.] 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  Noe.  15672,  16673;  FCC  65M-1125] 

ESTACADA  TELEPHONE  &  TELEGRAPH 
CO.  AND  PACIFIC  NORTHWEST 
BELL  TELEPHONE  CO. 

Order  Continuing  Hearing 

In  re  applications  of  Estacada  Tele¬ 
phone  &  Telegraph  Co.,  Docket  No.  15672, 
File  No.  5557-C2-P-63 ;  for  a  construc¬ 
tion  permit  to  establish  new  facilities  in 
the  Domestic  Public  Land  Mobile  Radio 
Service  near  Estacada,  Oreg. 

Pacific  Northwest  Bell  Telephone  Co., 
Docket  No.  15673,  File  No.  6281-C2-P-63 ; 
for  a  construction  permit  to  modify  the 
facilities  of  station  KOA731  in  the  Do¬ 
mestic  Public  Land  Mobile  Radio  Service 
near  Salem,  Oreg. 

The  Hearing  Examiner  having  un¬ 
der  consideration  a  “Motion  for  Con¬ 
tinuance”  filed  by  Pacific  Northwest  Bell 
Telephone  Co.  on  August  23,  1965,  re¬ 
questing  that  the  procedural  dates 
established  in  the  above-captioned 
proceeding  be  continued; 
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It  appearing,  that  the  application  of 
Sunnyside  Telephone  Co.  requesting  a 
construction  permit  to  change  its  150- 
160  Mc/s  band  frequencies  of  its  existing 
facility  to  a  channel  in  the  450-460  Mc/s 
band  was  granted  by  the  Commission  on 
May  27,  1965;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that  the  appli¬ 
cant  has  been  informed  by  Sunnyside 
Telephone  Co.  and  its  equipment  supplier 
that  installation  of  the  requisite  equip¬ 
ment  will  be  completed  on  or  about  Sep¬ 
tember  1,  1965,  with  the  station  to  be 
operable  at  approximately  that  time, 
which  will  permit  one  of  the  above-en¬ 
titled  applicants  to  file  an  amendment  to 
its  application  to  specify  the  channel  va¬ 
cated  by  Sunnyside  and  thereby  elimi¬ 
nate  the  presently  scheduled  hearing; 
and 

It  further  appearing,  that  counsel  for 
Estacada  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Co.  has 
stated  that  it  joins  in  this  motion,  and 
that  the  Common  Carrier  Bureau  has  in¬ 
terposed  no  objection  to  a  grant  of  the 
requested  continuance;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that  good  cause 
has  been  shown  for  a  grant  of  the  re¬ 
quested  motion; 

It  is  ordered.  This  31st  day  of  August 
1965,  that  the  “Motion  for  Continuance” 
filed  by  Pacific  Northwest  Bell  Telephone 
Co.  on  August  23, 1965,  be,  and  the  same 
is,  hereby  granted;  and  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  dates  shall  supersede  those  presently 
scheduled: 

Exchange  of  rebuttal  exhibits  and  notifica¬ 
tion  of  witnesses  presently  scheduled  for 
September  8,  1965,  is  continued  to  October 
8. 1965;  and 

Hearing  presently  scheduled  for  September 
15,  1965,  is  continued  to  October  18,  1965. 

Released:  September  1, 1965. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-9387;  FUed,  Sept.  3,  1965; 

8:48  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  15995] 

KENT-SUSSEX  BROADCASTING  CO. 

Notice  of  Place  of  Hearing 

In  the  application  of  H.  M.  Griffith,  Jr. 
and  C.  V.  Lunds tedt,  a  partnership,  doing 
business  as  The  Kent -Sussex  Broadcast¬ 
ing  Co.,  Docket  No.  15995,  File  No.  BR- 
2885;  for  renewal  of  license  of  Station 
WKSB,  Milford,  Del- 
The  hearing  on  the  above-entitled 
matter  presently  scheduled  for  Wednes¬ 
day,  September  8, 1965,  will  be  held  at  10 
a.m.,  on  the  Drill  Floor,  State  Armory, 
North  Walnut  Street,  Milford,  Del. 

Dated:  August  31, 1965. 

Released:  August  31, 1965. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-9388;  Filed,  Sept.  3,  1965; 
8:48  am.] 


[Docket  No.  15997;  FCC  65M-U26] 

LAMPASAS  BROADCASTING  CORP. 
(KCYU 

Order  Continuing  Hearing 

In  re  application  of  Lampasas  Broad¬ 
casting  Corp.  (KCYL) ,  Lampasas,  Tex., 
Docket  No.  15997,  File  No.  BP-16383;  for 
construction  permit. 

The  Hearing  Examiner  having  under 
consideration  a  “Petition  for  Indefinite 
Continuance  of  Hearing”  filed  by  Lam¬ 
pasas  Broadcasting  Corp.  on  August  17, 
1965,  requesting  that  the  dates  pres¬ 
ently  scheduled  for  this  proceeding  be 
continued  indefinitely; 

It  appearing,  that  a  “Petition  by  Lam¬ 
pasas  for  Reconsideration  and  Grant 
Without  Hearing”  was  filed  before  the 
Commission  on  August  17, 1965,  which,  if 
granted,  will  make  a  comparative  hear¬ 
ing  in  the  above-entitled  matter  unnec¬ 
essary  ;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that  WACO 
Broadcasting  Corp.,  filed  a  petition  for 
“Withdrawal  of  Petition  to  Deny  and 
Consent  to  Grant  of  Petition  for  Re¬ 
consideration”  on  August  17,  1965;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that  the  Broad¬ 
cast  Bureau,  the  only  other  party  to  the 
proceeding,  has  not  interposed  any  ob¬ 
jection  to  a  grant  of  the  request;  and 
that  good  cause  has  been  shown  for  a 
grant  thereof ; 

It  is  ordered.  This  31st  day  of  August 
1965,  that  the  “Petition  for  Indefinite 
Continuance  of  Hearing”  filed  by  Lam¬ 
pasas  Broadcasting  Corp.  on  August  17, 
1965,  be,  and  the  same  is,  hereby  grant¬ 
ed;  and  that  the  dates  covering  further 
proceedings  heretofore  established  in 
this  matter  are  continued  until  further 
order. 

Released:  September  1, 1965. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-9389;  Filed,  Sept.  3,  1965; 

8:48  am.] 


[Docket  No.  15795;  FCC  65M-1115] 

UNITED  BROADCASTING  CO.,  INC. 

(WOOK)  AND  BOWIE  BROAD¬ 
CASTING  CORP. 

Order  Advancing  Prehearing 
Conference 

In  re  applications  of:  United  Broad¬ 
casting  Co.,  Inc.  (WOOK) ,  Washington, 
D.C.,  Docket  No.  15795,  File  No.  BR-1104 ; 
for  renewal  of  license.  Bowie  Broadcast¬ 
ing  Corp.,  Bowie,  Md.,  Docket  No.  16119, 
File  No.  BP-16397,  for  construction  per¬ 
mit. 

The  prehearing  conference  now  sched¬ 
uled  in  this  proceeding  for  September  10, 
1965,  is  rescheduled  for  September  9, 
1965,  at  2  p.m.,  in  the  Commission’s 
offices  in  Washington,  D.C. 

So  ordered.  This  30th  day  of  August 
1965. 


Released;  August  31, 1965. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-9390;  Filed,  Sept.  3,  1965; 
8:49  a.m.] 


[Docket  Noe.  16025,  16026;  FCC  65M-1127] 

WEBSTER  COUNTY  BROADCASTING 
CO.  AND  HOLMES  COUNTY 
BROADCASTING  CO.  (WXTN) 

Order  Regarding  Procedural  Dates 

In  re  applications  of  William  E.  Hardy 
and  James  E.  Myers,  doing  business  as 
Webster  County  Broadcasting  Co.,  Eu- 
pora,  Miss.,  Docket  No.  16025,  File  No. 
BP-16372;  Marvin  L.  Mathis,  Robin  H. 
Mathis,  Ralph  C.  Mathis,  and  John  B. 
Skelton,  Jr.,  doing  business  as  Holmes 
County  Broadcasting  Co.  (WXTN) ,  Lex¬ 
ington,  Miss.,  Docket  170.  16026,  File  No. 
BP-16601;  for  construction  permits. 

The  Hearing  Examiner  having  under 
consideration  a  “Joint  Motion  for  Con¬ 
tinuance”  filed  by  the  above-captioned 
applicants  on  August  20,  1965,  request¬ 
ing  that  the  dates  presently  scheduled 
for  this  proceeding  be  postponed  for  a 
period  of  60  days; 

It  appearing,  that  the  applicants  here¬ 
in  have  reached  an  agreement  looking 
toward  the  dismissal  of  the  Webster 
County  application  in  consideration  for 
reimbursement  by  WXTN  of  legitimate 
and  prudent  expenses  incurred  by  Web¬ 
ster  County  in  connection  with  the 
prosecution  of  its  application;  and 
It  further  appearing,  that  a  “Joint 
Petition  for  Approval  of  Agreement  Dis¬ 
missal  of  Application  and  Grant  of  Re¬ 
maining  Application”  was  filed  before 
the  Review  Board  by  Webster  County 
Broadcasting  Co.  and  Holmes  County 
Broadcasting  Co.  (WXTN)  on  August 
25,  1965,  which,  if  granted,  will  make  a 
comparative  hearing  in  the  above-en¬ 
titled  matter  unnecessary;  and 
It  further  appearing,  that  counsel  for 
the  Broadcast  Bureau  has  indicated  he 
does  not  object  to  the  instant  request  for 
continuance;  and  that  good  cause  has 
been  shown  for  a  grant  of  the  requested 
motion; 

It  is  ordered.  This  31st  day  of  August 
1965,  that  the  aforesaid  “Joint  Motion 
for  Continuance,”  be,  and  the  same  is, 
hereby  granted;  and  that  the  following 
dates  shall  supersede  those  presently 
scheduled  for  further  proceedings  in  this 
matter: 

Preliminary  exchange  of  engineering  ex¬ 
hibits  presently  scheduled  for  September  8, 
1965,  is  rescheduled  for  November  9,  1965; 
and 

Preliminary  exchange  of  lay  exhibits  pres¬ 
ently  scheduled  for  September  15,  1965,  Is 
rescheduled  for  November  16.  1965;  and 
Final  exchange  of  all  exhibits  presently 
scheduled  for  September  28,  1965,  is  re¬ 
scheduled  for  November  30,  1965;  and 
Notification  of  witnesses  presently  sched¬ 
uled  for  October  5,  1965,  is  rescheduled  for 
December  7,  1965;  and 
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Hearing  presently  scheduled  for  October 
12,  1965,  is  continued  to  December  14,  1965. 

Released:  September  1, 1965. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-9391;  Filed,  Sept.  3,  1965; 
/  8:49  a.m] 


FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

VIRGINIA  COMMONWEALTH  CORP. 

Order  Approving  Application  Under 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of 
Virginia  Commonwealth  Corporation, 
Richmond,  Virginia,  for  approval  of  the 
acquisition  of  voting  shares  of  First  Na¬ 
tional  Bank  of  Vienna,  Vienna,  Va. 

There  has  come  before  the  Board  of 
Governors,  pursuant  to  section  3(a)  (2) 
of  the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  of 
1956  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a)(2)),  and  §  222.4 
(a)(2)  of  Federal  Reserve  Regulation 
Y  (12  CFR  222.4(a)  (2)),  an  application 
by  Virginia  Commonwealth  Corp.,  Rich¬ 
mond,  Va.,  a  registered  bank  holding 
company,  for  the  Board’s  prior  approval 
of  the  acquisition  of  more  than  80  per¬ 
cent  of  the  voting  shares  of  First  Na¬ 
tional  Bank  of  Vienna,  Vienna,  Va. 

In  accordance  with  section  3(b)  of  the 
Act,  the  Board  notified  the  Comptroller 
of  the  Currency  of  receipt  of  the  appli¬ 
cation  and  requested  his  views  and  rec¬ 
ommendation  with  respect  to  the  appli¬ 
cation.  The  Comptroller  recommended 
approval  of  the  application. 

Notice  of  receipt  of  the  application  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
April  23,  1965  (30  F.R.  5771),  providing 
an  opportunity  for  interested  persons  to 
submit  comments  and  views  with  respect 
to  the  proposed  acquisition.  The  time 
for  filing  such  comments  and  views  has 
expired,  and  all  those  received  have  been 
considered  by  the  Board. 

It  is  hereby  ordered.  For  the  reasons 
set  forth  in  the  Board’s  Statement1  of 
this  date,  that  said  application  be  and 
hereby  is  approved,  provided  that  the 
acquisition  so  approved  shall  not  be  con¬ 
summated  (a)  within  seven  calendar 
days  after  the  date  of  this  Order  or  (b) 
later  than  three  months  after  said  date. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  27th 
day  of  August  1965. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors.* 

[seal]  Kenneth  A.  Kenyon, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-9351;  Filed,  Sept.  3,  1965; 

8:45  a.m.] 


1  Filed  as  part  of  the  original  document. 
Copies  available  upon  request  to  the  Board 
of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System, 
Washington,  D.C.,  20551,  or  to  the  Federal 
Reserve  Bank  of  Richmond. 

1  Voting  for  this  action:  Unanimous,  with 
all  members  present. 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice  1228] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

September  1,  1965. 

Synopses  of  orders  entered  pursuant  to 
section  212(b)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  and  rules  and  regulations 
prescribed  thereunder  (49  CFR  Part 
179),  appear  below: 

As  provided  in  the  Commission’s  spe¬ 
cial  rules  of  practice  any  interested  per-  - 
son  may  file  a  petition  seeking  recon¬ 
sideration  of  the  following  numbered 
proceedings  within  20  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice.  Pursuant  to 
section  17 (8>  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act,  the  filing  of  such  a  petition  will 
postpone  the  effective  date  of  the  order 
in  that  proceeding  pending  its  disposi¬ 
tion.  The  matters  relied  upon  by  peti¬ 
tioners  must  be  specified  in  their  peti¬ 
tions  with  particularity. 

No.  MC-FC-68103.  By  order  of  Au¬ 
gust  27,  1965,  the  Transfer  Board  ap¬ 
proved  the  transfer  to  Diehl  Moving  fc 
Storage,  Inc.,  Albany,  N.Y.,  of  Certificate 
No.  MC-14304,  Issued  November  12,  1963, 
to  Ernest  L.  Thomas  and  Ethan  T.  Kil¬ 
mer,  a  partnership,  doing  business  as 
E  .W.  Thomas  &  Sons,  Schenectady,  N.Y., 
authorizing  the  transportation  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes  of  household  goods,  be¬ 
tween  Schenectady,  N.Y.,  and  points  in 
New  York  within  25  miles  of  Schenec¬ 
tady,  N.Y.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Connecticut,  Delaware, 
Massachusetts,  Michigan,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  and  Ver¬ 
mont;  and  bakery  store  fixtures  and 
equipment,  between  points  in  Connecti¬ 
cut,  Massachusetts,  New  York,  and  Ver¬ 
mont.  John  J.  Brady,  Jr.,  75  State 
Street,  Albany,  N.Y.,  12207,  attorney  for 
applicants. 

No.  MC-FC-68104.  By  order  of  Au¬ 
gust  27,  1965,  the  Transfer  Board  ap¬ 
proved  the  transfer  to  Towne  Air  Freight, 
Inc.,  South  Bend,  Ind.,  of  Certificate  No. 
MC-125853,  issued  June  17,  1965,  to 
Eugene  A.  Towne,  doing  business  as 
Towne  Air  Freight,  South  Bend,  Ind.,  au¬ 
thorizing  the  transportation  of  general 
commodities,  including  household  goods 
and  commodities  in  bulk,  over  irregular 
routes,  between  O’Hare  Field  and  Mid¬ 
way  Airport  at  or  near  Chicago,  Ill.,  and 
St.  Joseph  County  Airport  at  or  near 
South  Bend,  Ind.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Elkhart,  Kos¬ 
ciusko,  and  St.  Joseph  Counties,  Ind., 
and  Berrien  County,  Mich.  Specified  re¬ 
strictions  pertain.  Wm.  L.  Carney,  105 
East  Jennings  Avenue,  South  Bend,  Ind., 
46614,  representative  for  applicants. 

No.  MC-FC-68105.  By  order  of  Au¬ 
gust  27,  1965,  the  Transfer  Board  ap¬ 
proved  the  transfer  to  Maynard  Hall, 
Everett,  Pa.,  of  the  operating  rights  in 
Certificate  No.  MC-110655,  issued  March 
23,  1959,  to  Clifford  A.  Feight,  doing 
business  as  Feight  Carrier  Service,  Bed¬ 


ford,  Pa.,  authorizing  the  transporta¬ 
tion,  over  irregular  routes,  of:  House¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission 
between  points  in  Bedford  County,  Pa., 
on  the  (me  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Delaware,  Maryland,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  Ohio,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia.  John  A.  Min- 
nlch,  118  South  Juliana  Street,  Bedford, 
Pa.,  attorney  for  applicants. 

No.  MC-FC-68 106.  By  order  of  Au¬ 
gust  27,  1965,  the  Transfer  Board  ap¬ 
proved  the  transfer  to  Clark  Truck  Co., 
Inc.,  Atherton,  Mo.,  of  the  operating 
rights  in  Certificates  Nos.  MC-39961, 
MC-39961  (Sub-No.  2),  and  MC-39961 
(Sub-No.  4),  issued  April  14,  1952,  April 
14, 1952,  and  July  9, 1962,  respectively,  to 
Mid  City  Freight  Lines,  Inc.,  Independ¬ 
ence,  Mo.,  authorizing  the  transporta¬ 
tion,  over  irregular  routes,  of:  General 
commodities,  except  those  of  unusual 
value,  and  except  Class  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  livestock,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  commodities  in 
bulk,  commodities  requiring  special 
equipment,  and  those  injurious  or  con¬ 
taminating  to  other  lading,  over  a  regular 
route  between  Wellington,  Mo.,  and 
Kansas  City,  Kans.:  From  Wellington 
over  U.S.  Highway  24  to  Kansas  City,  and 
return  over  the  same  route.  Service  is 
authorized  to  and  from  the  intermediate 
points  of  Napoleon,  Buckner,  Levasy,  In¬ 
dependence,  and  Kansas  City,  Mo.  Serv¬ 
ice  is  authorized  to  and  from  Atherton 
and  Sibley,  Mo.,  as  off-route  points  in 
connection  with  said  carrier’s  presently 
authorized  regular-route  operation  be¬ 
tween  Wellington,  Mo.,  and  Kansas  City, 
Kans.;  between  Lake  City  Ordnance 
Plant,  at  or  near  Independence,  Mo.,  and 
Independence,  Mo.  Frank  W.  Taylor, 
Jr.,  1221  Baltimore,  Kansas  City,  Mo., 
attorney  for  transferor,  and  William 
Piedmonte,  317  West  Kansas,  Independ¬ 
ence,  Mo.,  attorney  for  transferee. 

No.  MC-FC-68 107.  By  order  of  Au¬ 
gust  27,  1965,  the  Transfer  Board  ap¬ 
proved  the  transfer  to  Fred  Horn,  Inc., 
North  Wales,  Pa.,  of  the  operating  rights 
in  Certificate  No.  MC-30550,  issued 
March  24,  1954,  to  Charles  H.  Kehs  and 
Fred  Horn,  a  partnership,  doing  business 
as  W.  R.  Hangey  and  Co.,  North  Wales, 
Pa.,  authorizing  the  transportation,  over 
irregular  routes,  of:  Household  goods, 
between  points  in  Montgomery  County, 
Pa.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  New  Jersey,  Delaware,  Mary¬ 
land,  and  the  District  of  Columbia.  Iron 
and  steel  castings,  hand  trucks,  ma¬ 
chinery,  and  asbestos  waste  between 
Noj-th  Wales,  Pa.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  New  Jersey.  Jules 
Pearlstine,  713  West  Main  Street,  Lans- 
dale,  Pa.,  attorney  for  applicants. 

[seal]  H.  Neil  Garson, 

Secretary. 

|F.R.  Doc.  65-9376;  Filed,  Sept.  3,  1966; 

8:48  am.] 
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MOTOR  CARRIER  TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY  APPLICATIONS 

September  1, 1965. 

The  following  are  notices  of  filing  of 
applications  for  temporary  authority 
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under  section  210a(a)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  provided  for  under  the 
new  rules  in  Ex  Parte  No.  MC  67  (49  CFR 
Part  240),  published  in  the  Federal 
Register,  issue  of  April  27, 1965,  effective 
July  1,  1965.  These  rules  provide  that 
protests  to  the  granting  of  an  application 
must  be  filed  with  the  field  official  named 
in  the  Federal  Register  publication, 
within  15  calendar  days  after  the  date 
notice  of  the  filing  of  the  application  is 
published  in  the  Federal  Register.  One 
copy  of  such  protests  must  be  served  on 
the  applicant,  or  its  authorized  repre¬ 
sentative,  if  any,  and  the  protests  must 
certify  that  such  service  has  been  made. 
The  protest  must  be  specific  as  to  the 
service  which  such  protestant  can  and 
will  offer,  and  must  consist  of  a  signed 
original  and  six  (6)  copies. 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  on  file,  and 
can  be  examined,  at  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  and  also  in 
the  field  office  to  which  protests  are  to 
be  transmitted. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

No.  MC  531  (Sub-No.  195  TA),  filed 
August  30,  1965.  Applicant:  YOUNGER 
BROTHERS,  INC.,  4904  Griggs  Road, 
Post  Office  Box  14287,  Houston,  Tex., 
77021.  Applicant’s  representative:  Wray 
E.  Hughes  (same  address  as  applicant) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Orange  juice,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Los  Angeles, 
Calif.,  to  Glen  Roy,  Pa.,  for  120  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  H.  W.  Given  Co. 
(Assistant  Secretary  Harry  E.  Cregier), 
Ardmore,  Pa.  Send  protests  to:  John  C. 
Redus,  District- Supervisor,  Bureau  of 
Operations  and  Compliance,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Post  Office  Box 
61212,  Houston.  Tex.,  77061. 

No.  MC  17226  (Sub-No.  23  TA) ,  filed 
August  30,  1965.  Applicant:  FRUIT 
BELT  MOTOR  SERVICE,  INC.,  7626 
West  Madison  Street,  Forest  Park,  Ill. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Eugene  L. 
Cohn,  One  North  La  Salle  Street,  Chi¬ 
cago,  Ill.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Machin¬ 
ery  and  parts,  materials,  and  supplies, 
used  in  the  manufacture,  shipping  or 
operation  of  refrigerators,  freezers,  re¬ 
frigerator-freezers,  ice  cube  makers,  air- 
conditioners,  and  dehumidifiers,  from 
Carrollton,  Ky.,  to  the  plants! tes  of  the 
Whirlpool  Corp.  at  Evansville,  Ind.,  and 
of  Skids,  pallets,  and  packing  containers, 
used  in  the  transportation  of  said  com¬ 
modities,  and  of  returned  and  rejected 
shipments,  on  return.  Restriction:  The 
above  described  operations  are  limited 
to  a  transportation  service  to  be  per¬ 
formed,  under  a  continuing  contract,  or 
contracts,  with  the  Whirlpool  Corp.,  for 
180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  The 
Whirlpool  Corp.,  Evansville,  Indiana 
Division,  Evansville,  Ind.  Send  protests 
to:  Andrew  J.  Montgomery,  District 
Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations  and 
Compliance,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  U.S.  Courthouse  and  Federal 
Office  Building,  219  South  Dearborn 
Street,  Chicago,  Ill.,  60604. 

No.  MC  48958  (Sub-No.  81  TA),  filed 
August  27,  1965.  Applicant:  ILLINOIS- 


CALIFORNIA  EXPRESS,  INC.,  510  East 
51st  Avenue,  Denver,  Colo.,  80216.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  W.  C.  Sloan  (same 
address  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (except  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  those  requiring  spe¬ 
cial  equipment,  those  of  unusual  value, 
and  those  contaminating  to  other  lad¬ 
ing),  but  including  classes  A  and  B  ex¬ 
plosives,  serving  the  plantsite  of  the 
Marathon  Oil  Co.  located  approximately 
23  miles  southwest  of  Artesia,  N.  Mex., 
as  follows:  From  Artesia  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  285  approximately  11  miles,  thence 
over  unnumbered  roads  approximately 
12  miles  to  plantsite,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shippers:  Marathon  Oil  Co.,  Post  Office 
Box  1325,  Artesia,  N.  Mex.,  Olsen  Engi¬ 
neering  Corp.,  3813  Buffalo  Speedway, 
Houston,  Tex.  Send  protests  to:  Luther 
H.  Oldham,  District  Supervisor,  Bureau 
of  Operations  and  Compliance,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  2022  Fed¬ 
eral  Building,  1961  Stout  Street,  Denver, 
Colo.,  80202. 

No.  MC  51312  (Sub-No.  10  TA),  filed 
August  30,  1965.  Applicant:  BOWLING 
GREEN  TRANSFER,  INC.,  530  South 
Maple  Street,  Bowling  Green,  Ohio.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Earl  J.  Thomas, 
5850  North  High  Street,  Post  Office 
Box  70,  Worthington,  Ohio.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Truck  bodies  (other  than 
dump) ,  and  parts  thereof  moving  in  con¬ 
nection  therewith,  in  initial  movements, 
by  truckaway  method.  From  Bowling 
Green,  Ohio,  to  points  in  Indiana,  Illi¬ 
nois,  Wisconsin,  Kentucky,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Michigan,  Pennsylvania,  New  Jer¬ 
sey,  New  York,  and  Ohio;  and  parts 
and  materials  used  in  the  manufacture 
of  truck  bodies  (other  than  dump) ,  From 
the  above-specified  destination  points  to 
Bowling  Green,  Ohio.  Truck  bodies 
(other  than  dump-truck  bodies,  truck 
bodies  designed  for  the  transportation 
of  dry  cement  in  bulk)  and  repair  or 
replacement  parts  thereof,  From  Bowling 
Green,  Ohio,  to  points  in  Colorado,  Flor¬ 
ida,  Georgia,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Nebraska, 
North  Carolina,  Tennessee,  and  Virginia, 
with  no  transportation  for  compensation 
on  return  as  otherwise  authorized,  for 
150  days.  Supporting  shipper :  The  Day- 
brook -Ottawa  Corp.,  1175  North  Main 
Street,  Bowling  Green,  Ohio.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  Heber  Dixon,  Safety  Inspector, 
Bureau  of  Operations  and  Compliance, 
Interstate  Commerce,  5234  Federal  Office 
Building,  234  Summit  Street,  Toledo, 
Ohio,  43604. 

•  No.  MC  59759  (Sub-No.  23  TA) ,  filed* 
August  30,  1965.  Applicant:  JONES 
TRUCKING  CO..  500  West  Edgar  Road, 
Linden,  N.J.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Charles  J.  Williams,  1060  Broad  Street, 
Newark,  N.J.,  07102.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Such  merchandise  as  is  dealt  in  by 
wholesale,  retail,  and  chain  grocery,  and 
food  business  houses,  ahd,  in  connection 
therewith,  equipment,  materials,  and 
supplies,  used  in  the  conduct  of  such 
business,  for  the  account  of  Food  Fair 


Stores,  Inc.,  of  Linden,  N.J.,  between 
Linden,  NJ.,  and  Newark,  NJ.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
York  County,  Pa.;  Onondaga  and  Mon¬ 
roe  Counties,  N.Y.;  and  Hillsboro  Coun¬ 
ty,  N.H.;  for  150  days.  Supporting  ship¬ 
per:  Food  Fair  Stores,  3175  John  F.  Ken¬ 
nedy  Boulevard,  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  19104. 
Send  protests  to:  Walter  J.  Grossmann, 
District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Opera¬ 
tions  and  Compliance,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  1060  Broad  Street, 
Room  363,  Newark,  N.J.,  07102. 

No.  MC  74361  (Sub-No.  6  TA),  filed 
August  30,  1965.  Applicant:  BOB  MEN¬ 
DENHALL,  doing  business  as  FORT 
SMITH-SALLISAW  TRANSFER,  1211 
South  Ninth  Street,  Fort  Smith,  Ark. 
Applicant’s  representative:  A.  Bob  Jor¬ 
don,  710  United  Founders  Life  Building, 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.,  73112.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value,  class  A  and 
B  explosives,  household  goods,  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment) , 
(1)  between  Checotah,  Okla.,  and 
Prague,  Okla.,  from  Checotah  over  U.S. 
Highway  266  to  Henryetta,  Okla.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  62  to  Prague,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  serving  all 
intermediate  points,  (2)  between  Eu- 
faula  and  junction  U.S.  Highways  75 
and  62,  from  Eufaula,  to  Wetumka, 
Okla.,  over  Oklahoma  Highway  9,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  75  to  junction  of  U.S. 
Highways  75  and  62  and  return  over 
same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points,  (3)  between  Sallisaw,  Okla.,  and 
the  site  of  the  Robert  S.  Kerr  lock  and 
dam,  serving  all  intermediate  points, 
and  (4)  between  Gore,  Okla.,  and  the 
site  of  Webbers  Falls  lock  from  Gore  over 
Oklahoma  Highway  10  then  over  Federal 
Project  Access  Road  to  Webbers  Falls 
lock  and  dam,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  all  intermediate  points, 
for  180  days.  Supporting  shippers: 
Speer  Hardware  Co.,  205  Rogers  Avenue, 
Fort  Smith,  Ark.,  Williams  Hardware 
Co..  Fourth  and  Rogers  Street,  Fort 
Smith,  Ark.,  Riverside  Furniture  Corp., 
Post  Office  Box  1427,  Fort  Smith,  Ark., 
Fort  Smith  Paper  Co.,  Third  and  Rogers 
Street,  Fort  Smitrf,  Ark.  Send  protests 
to:  D.  R.  Partney,  District  Supervisor, 
Bureau  of  Operations  and  Compliance, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  2519 
Federal  Office  Building,  700  West  Capitol 
Avenue,  Little  Rock,  Ark.,  72201. 

No.  MC  91910  (Sub-No.  22  TA),  filed 
August  26,  1965.  Applicant:  WM. 

O’DONNELL,  INC.,  Box  367,  Route  1, 
Elkhorn,  Wis.,  53121.  Applicant's  repre¬ 
sentative:  William  C.  Dlneen,  412  Empire 
Building,  710  North  Plankinton  Avenue, 
Milwaukee,  Wis.,  53203.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Milk,  in  bottles  and  car¬ 
tons,  cottage  cheese,  chocolate  milk,  and 
butter,  from  Whitewater,  Wis.,  to  Rock¬ 
ford  and  Marengo,  Ill.,  under  a  continu¬ 
ing  contract  or  contracts  with  Haw- 
thorn-Mellody  Farms  Dairy  of  Wiscon¬ 
sin,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
Hawthorn-Mellody  Farms  Dairy  of  Wis¬ 
consin,  Post  Office  Box  527,  Waukesha, 
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Wis.  (Louis  Kassay ,  comptroller) .  Send 
protests  to:  W.  F.  Sibbald,  Jr.,  district  su¬ 
pervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations  and  Com¬ 
pliance,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  108  West  Wells  Street,  Room  511, 
Milwaukee,  Wis.,  53203. 

No.  MC  107403  (Sub-No.  641  TA) ,  filed 
August  30,  1965.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Avenue,  Lans- 
downe,  Pa.,  19050.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  C.  W.  Zook  (same  address  as 
applicant) .  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting :  Ani¬ 
mal  fats,  vegetable  oils  and  blends 
thereof,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  to  Akron,  Ohio,  for  150 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  Armour  & 
Co.,  401  North  Wabash  Avenue,  Mail: 
Box  9222,  Chicago,  HI.,  60690.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  Ross  A.  Davis,  District  Super¬ 
visor,  Bureau  of  Operations  and  Compli¬ 
ance,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
900  U.S.  Customhouse,  Philadelphia,  Pa., 
19106. 

No.  MC  111299  (Sub-No.  4  TA),  filed 
August  30,  1965.  Applicant:  CY  KIR- 
VAN,  doing  business  as  KIRVAN  TRUCK 
LINE,  712  Seventh  Street,  Box  829,  In¬ 
ternational  Falls,  Minn.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Beer,  from  Milwaukee, 
Wis.,  to  Grand  Rapids,  Minn.,  and 
empty  containers,  on  return,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  Itasca  Beverage 
Co.,  Grand  Rapids,  Minn.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  Joseph  H.  Ambs,  District  Super¬ 
visor,  Bureau  of  Operations  and  Com¬ 
pliance,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  1621  South  University  Drive,  Room 
213,  Fargo,  N.  Dak. 

No.  MC  115601  (Sub-No.  20  TA),  filed 
August  27,  1965.  Applicant:  BROOKS 
ARMORED  CAR  SERVICE,  INC.,  13 
East  35th  Street,  Wilmington,  Del.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  H.  James  Cona¬ 
way,  Jr.,  Bank  of  Delaware  Building, 
Wilmington,  Del.,  19801.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Precision  tools  and  instru¬ 
ments,  and  accessories,  parts  and  other 
articles  pertaining  thereto,  between  the 
plantsite  of  Matheson  Scientific,  Inc., 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Delaware,  Mary¬ 
land,  and  New  Jersey,  under  a  continu¬ 
ing  contract  with  Matheson  Scientific, 
Inc.,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
Matheson  Scientific,  Inc.,  Jackson  and 
Swanson  Streets,  Philadelphia,  Pa., 
19148.  Send  protests  to:  Paul  J.  Lowry, 
District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Opera¬ 
tions  and  Compliance,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  206  Post  Office  Build¬ 
ing,  Salisbury,  Md.,  21801. 

No.  MC  116063  (Sub-No.  76  TA),  filed 
August  30,  1965.  Applicant:  WEST¬ 
ERN-COMMERCIAL  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  2400  Cold  Springs  Road,  Post  Office 
Box  270,  Fort  Worth,  Tex.,  76111.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Molten  sulfur,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  the  site  of 
the  Warren  Petroleum  Co.  sulfur  plant, 
near  Como,  Tex.,  to  Tulsa,  Okla.,  for  180 
-days.  Supporting  shipper:  Mr.  Harry  E. 
Colwell,  traffic  manager,  Post  Office  Box 
52332,  Houston,  Tex.,  77052.  Send  pro¬ 


tests  to:  Ralph  Bezner,  district  su¬ 
pervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations  and 
Compliance,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  816  T&P  Building,  Fort  Worth, 
Tex.,  76102. 

No.  MC  116198  (Sub-No.  11  TA) ,  filed 
August  30,  1965.  Applicant:  DONALD 
W.  WINLAND,  doing  business  as  WIN- 
LAND  TRUCKING,  Rural  Route  1, 
Georgetown,  HI.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Paul  J.  Maton,  Suite  1149, 10  South 
La  Salle  Street,  Chicago,  HI.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Fertilizer  and  fertilizer 
materials,  from  Danville,  HI.,  to  points 
in  Henry  County,  Ind.,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  Federal  Chemical 
Co.,  Louisville,  Ky.,  40202.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  Charles  J.  Kudelka,  District 
Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations  and 
Compliance,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  U.S.  Courthouse,  and  Federal 
Building,  219  South  Dearborn  Street, 
Chicago,  HI. 

No.  MC  120249  (Sub-No.  3  TA) .  filed 
August  30,  1965.  Applicant:  GEORGE 
A.  HORTON,  doing  business  as  ASH- 
LAND-HARLO  FREIGHT  LINES,  1032 
Delphinium  Drive,  Billings,  Mont.,  59102. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Jerome  An¬ 
derson,  Suite  300,  First  National  Bank 
Building,  Billings,  Mont.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  commodities  in  bulk,  commodities 
requiring  special  equipment,  commodities 
of  unusual  value,  dangerous  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  in  Practices 
of  Motor  Common  Carriers  of  Household 
Goods,  17  M.C.C.  467,  and  commodities 
injurious  or  contaminating  to  other 
lading),  between  Harlowton,  Mont.,  and 
White  Sulphur  Springs,  Mont.,  from 
Harlowton  over  U.S.  Highway  12,  to 
White  Sulphur  Springs,  and  return, 
serving  the  intermediate  and  off-route 
points  of  Two  Dot  and  Martinsdale, 
Mont.,  for  180  days.  Supporting  ship¬ 
pers:  Consolidated  Freightways  Corp., 
901  Fourth  Avenue  North,  Billings, 
Mont.,  Salt  Creek  Freightways,  15  South 
21st  Street,  Billings,  Mont.,  Berg  Garage, 
Inc.,  White  Sulphur  Springs,  Mont., 
Smith  Lumber  &  Hardware,  White  Sul¬ 
phur  Springs,  Mont.,  Curry  Motor  Co., 
White  Sulphur  Springs,  Mont.,  Haugen 
Bros.  Garage,  Martinsdale,  Mont.,  J&S 
Repair  Shop,  Martinsdale,  Mont.  Send 
protests  to:  Paul  J.  Labane,  District 
Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations  and 
Compliance,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  318  U.S.  Post  Office  Building, 
Billings,  Mont.,  59101. 

No.  MC  123972  (Sub-No.  10  TA) ,  filed 
August  30,  1965.  Applicant:  LEO  J. 
UMERLEY,  INC.,  Box  373,  R.F.D.  No.  2, 
Baltimore,  Md.,  21206.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Francis  J.  Ortman,  National 
Press  Building,  Washington,  D.C.,  20404. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Solar  salt, 
in  bulk,  for  the  account  of  Watkins  Salt 
Co.,  from  Baltimore,  Md.,  to  White 
Marsh,  Md.,  on  shipments  having  a  prior 
movement  by  water  in  foreign  commerce, 
for  150  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Wat¬ 
kins  Salt  Co.,  Watkins  Glen,  N.Y.  Send 
protests  to:  William  L.  Hughes,  Dis¬ 


trict  Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations 
and  Compliance,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  103  South  Gay  Street, 
Baltimore,  Md.,  21202. 

No.  MC  127250  (Sub-No.  1  TA) ,  filed 
Allgust  30,  1965.  Applicant:  TONY  R. 
CRABTREE,  Suffell,  Ark.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Fred  Livingston,  160 
Broad  Street,  Batesville,  Ark.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Rough  lumber, 
from  the  mill  of  Benton  Hardwood,  Inc., 
approximately  5  miles  north  of  Bates¬ 
ville,  Ark.,  to  Corinth,  Meridian,  and 
Walls,  Miss.,  Cajuthersville,  Morehouse, 
St.  Louis,  and  West  Plains,  Mo.,  and 
Dyersburg  and  Memphis,  Tenn.,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  Benton 
Hardwood,  Inc.,  Post  Office  Box  21, 
Batesville,  Ark.  Send  protests  to:  D.  R. 
Partney,  District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of 
Operations  and  Compliance,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  2519  Federal 
Office  Building,  700  West  Capitol  Avenue, 
Little  Rock,  Ark.,  72201. 

No.  MC  127375  (Sub-No.  1  TA) ,  filed 
August  30,  1965.  Applicant:  WILLIAM 
CHILDS,  78  Athans  Avenue,  Blossom 
Park  Post  Office,  Ottawa,  Ontario, 
Canada.  Applicant’s  representative: 
William  J.  Hirsch,  43  Niagara  Street, 
Buffalo,  N.Y.,  14202.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Brick,  in  self -unloading  trailers, 
from  the  international  boundary  line  be¬ 
tween  the  United  States  and  Canada,  at 
ports  of  entry  on  the  St.  Lawrence  River, 
to  points  in  New  York  (except  points  in 
the  counties  of  Sullivan,  Ulster,  Greene, 
Columbia,  Dutchess,  Orange,  Putnam, 
Westchester,  Rockland,  "Suffolk,  Nassau, 
and  New  York  City) ,  for  120  days.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  Domtar  Construction 
Materials  Ltd.,  Suite  2210  Place  Villa 
Marie,  Montreal,  Province  of  Quebec, 
Canada,  Attention:  R.  G.  Hutchinson, 
Traffic  Manager.  Send  protests  to: 
Morris  H.  Gross,  District  Supervisor, 
Bureau  of  Operations  and  Compliance, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  1025 
Chimes  Building,  Syracuse,  N.Y.,  13202. 

No.  MC  127394  (Sub-No.  1  TA) ,  filed 
August  30,  1965.  Applicant:  E.  N. 
PETERSON,  doing  business  as  PATER¬ 
SON  STONE  SERVICE,  Route  No.  3, 
Mason  City,  Iowa.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  C.  Schroeder,  28Vt 
East  State  Street,  Mason  City,  Iowa. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Uncut 
stone  slabs,  rubble  stone,  or  finished 
stone,  from  points  in  Lawrence  and  Mon¬ 
roe  Counties,  Ind.,  to  Mason  City,  Iowa, 
and  from  Mason  City,  Iowa,  to  points  in 
South  Dakota,  on  and  east  of  South 
Dakota  Highway  73;  points  in  North 
Dakota,  on  and  east  of  U.S.  83 ;  points  in 
Nebraska,  on  and  north  of  U.S.  30  and  on 
and  east  of  U.S.  183;  points  in  Wiscon¬ 
sin  on  and  west  of  U.S.  51;  and  points  in 
Minnesota,  on  company-owned  trailers, 
with  return  of  damaged  or  rejected 
shipments,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  Garrison  Building  Stone  Co., 
R.R.  No.  3,  Mason  City,  Iowa.  Send 
Protests  to:  Ellis  L.  Annett,  District 
Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations  and 
Compliance,  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
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mission,  227  Federal  Office  Building, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa,  50309. 

No.  MC  127398  (Sub-No.  1  TA) ,  filed 
August  30,  1965.  Applicant:  W.  H. 
CHAMBERS,  doing  business  as  CHAM¬ 
BERS  TRANSPORT,  C-9  Ridge  Road, 
Gainesville,  Ga.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Joseph  H.  Blackshear,  Jackson 
Building,  Gainesville,  Ga.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Structural  or  re-enforce¬ 
ment  steel,  from  Birmingham,  Gadsden, 
.and  Gunters ville,  Ala.,  to  Gainesville 
and  Oakwood,  Ga.,  for  180  days.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  Gainesville  Iron  Works, 
Inc.,  890  Main  Street  SW.,  Gainesville, 
Ga.  Send  protests  to:  William  L. 
Scroggs,  District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of 
Operations  and  Compliance,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  680  West  Peach¬ 
tree  Street  NW.,  Room  300,  Atlanta,  Ga., 
30308 

No.*  MC  127531  TA,  filed  August  27, 
1965.  Applicant:  STAN’S  VANS.  INC., 
40  Hegenberger  Court,  Oakland,  Calif. 
Applicant’s  representative :  Hansen, 
Bridgett,  Marcus  &  Jenkins,  593  Market 
Street,  San  Francisco,  Calif.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Used  household  goods  as 


defined  by  the  Commission  in  17  M.C.C. 
467,  between  points  in  Contra  Costa,  San 
Francisco,  San  Mateo,  Alameda,  and 
Santa  Clara  Counties,  Calif.,  for  150  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  Home-Pack  Trans¬ 
port,  Inc.,  57-48  49th  Street,  Maspeth, 

N. Y.,  11378.  Send  protests  to:  Howard 

O.  Gaston,  District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of 
Operations  and  Compliance,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  450  Golden  Gate 
Avenue,  Box  36004,  San  Francisco,  Calif. 

No.  MC  127535  (Sub-No.  2  TA) .  filed 
August  30,  1965.  Applicant:  TROY 
NEWS  COMPANY,  INC.,  176  Third 
Street,  Troy,  N.Y.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Charles  W.  Singer,  33  North 
La  Salle  Street,  Tower  Suite  3600,  Chi¬ 
cago,  HI.,  60602.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Newspapers  and  newspaper  in¬ 
serts  and  supplements,  between  Albany 
and  Troy,  N.Y.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  Amsterdam,  Schenectady, 
Glens  Falls,  Gloversville,  Plattsburgh, 
Rochester,  Saranac  Lake,  Saratoga 
Springs,  Syracuse,  Utica,  N.Y.;  Brattle- 
boro,  Burlington,  Rutland,  Vt.;  West 
Lebanon  and  Keene,  NH.,  and  (2)  Maga¬ 
zines,  from  Albany  and  Troy,  N.Y.,  to 
Amsterdam,  Schenectady,  Glens  Falls, 
Gloversville,  Plattsburgh,  Saranac  Lake, 


Saratoga  Springs,  Hudson,  Kingston, 
Monticello,  Middletown,  Newburgh, 
Poughkeepsie,  Syracuse,  Utica,  N.Y.; 
Brattleboro,  Burlington,  Rutland,  Vt.; 
West  Lebanon  and  Keene,  NH.,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shippers:  Triangle 
Circulation  Co.,  431  North  15th  Street, 
Philadelphia  30,  Pa.,  Attention:  Paul  C. 
Jacobs,  Newsweek,  Inc.,  350  Dennison 
Avenue,  Dayton,  Ohio,  Attention:  W.  A. 
Carroll,  Time,  Inc.,  330  East  22d  Street, 
Chicago,  HI.,  Attention:  G.  C.  Hillen- 
brand,  Jr.,  Dow  Jones  &  Co.,  Inc.,  200 
Burnett  Road,  Chicopee,  Mass.,  Atten¬ 
tion:  George  V.  Kremar,  New  York  Her¬ 
ald  Tribune,  230  West  41st  Street,  New 
York,  N.Y.,  Attention:  Joseph  Glickman, 
New  York  News,  220  East  42d  Street,  New 
York,  N.Y.,  Attention:  Albert  J.  Jen¬ 
nings,  and  The  New  York  'limes,  229 
West  43d  Street,  New  York,  N.Y.,  Atten¬ 
tion:  A.  Wm.  Holmberg.  Send  protests 
to:  Wilmot  E.  James,  District  Supervisor, 
Bureau  of  Operations  and  Compliance, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  518 
Federal  Building,  Albany,  N.Y.,  12207. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  H.  Neil  Garson, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-9384;  Filed,  Sept.  3,  1965; 

8:48  ajn.] 
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